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PREFACE TO THE CHEAPER ISSUE.

The five years that have elapsed since the first publica-

tion of the following essays have given many indications

of the rapid increase of that mood of mind to \yhich

it was thought they might possibly give a little help.

This mood is not one of irreverence or of unsusceptl-

bility to spiritual inspirations. It is rather a painful

sense of incongruity between the alleged history of

revelation and the actual facts of universal evolution,

which, fragmentary though our knowledge be, do more

and more impress upon us the conviction that they are

"
parts and proportions of one wondrous whole." There

is no such schism between religion and intellect as that

whicli ch.-uacterizc'd the last century. On the contrary,

side by side with a growing independence of traditional

creeds, tlnTc is a mon^ nuukcd tt'ndciu'y tlian tlu'
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world has ever known before to associate the emotions

of reliofion with the discoveries of science. To those

whose only notion of alliance between religion and

science consists in the futile compromise of a "
Bridge-

water Treatise
"
this ma}^ appear a bold assertion. But

those to whom the most obvious emotion of religion is

reverential awe, and its chief fruits self-subordination,

uncompromising truth, and charity, will gladly allow

that science, as represented by its most distinguished

masters, is increasingly affected by the insj^irations of

the spiritual life.

This spirit, too, descends upon the undistinguished

crowds whose eyes are opened by the teaching of these

masters to the actual order of the world. In the col-

umns of many periodicals, circulating mainly amongst

religious circles, there is unmistakable proof that the

two movements mentioned above show themselves,

with more or less force, in almost all sects alike. The

letters from correspondents reveal a prodigious ferment

going on in the minds of a class who twenty-five years

ago were, in regard to religious opinion, as placid and

clear as one of Pi'ofessor Tyndall's solutions in the

germle.ss Alpine air. But some unlooked-for breeze
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has disturbed their serenity. It has borne amongst

them the germs floating in another atmosphere, and

the inevitable process has begun. Yet this also is to

be noted, that very rarely indeed is there any symp-

tom of scornful scepticism. These people are not less

religious, but much more so than when their cosmo-

gony was that of Moses, and their vista of human

development was blocked by the deluge. Their con-

sciousness of God is not diminished, but enlarged.

They find Him where once they sought Him not.

Like Jacob, they see in common skies an angels'

ladder, and in a mountain boulder an altar of the

Eternal.

But this new wine of a more spiritual religion can-

not be kept in the old bottles manufactured by the

early church councils. Sad rents in one and another

definition create alarm for all the rest. And many,

like the Sanhedrim of old,
" wonder whereunto this

will grow." That question cannot be answered, as

some would have it, by drawing a hard and fast line

at some minimum of metaphysical creed. What we

want is, some method of interpreting the signs of tlie

times which will open our eyes to wliat is in truth not
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an eclipse of faith, but a larger revelation. These

essays were intended as a contribution towards such a

method; and though the writer feels their imperfec-

tions even more deeply than when they were first

published, he is led to believe that amongst the class

described above, there are here and there those by

whom the present issue is desired.

Oppidans Eoad, N.W.,

March, 1878,
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PREFACE

When a gradual landslip occurs on a great scale, the

inhabitants of the neighbourhood are naturally anxious

to know how far the movement may possibly extend,

and what is likely to be the level of ultimate settle-

ment. So, at the present day, when faith's centre of

gravity is slowly but surely moving away from tradi-

tion and authority to some position of more stable

('([uilibrium, all of us, when not rendered absolutely

incoherent by alarm, have a reasonable wisli to fore-

cast the final result, or, at all events, to be assured

of some limits beyond which the movement cannot

extend. Of course, there can be no finality in opinion

or knowledge. For even ascertained facts are always

showing fresh aspects, or unfolding new meanings.

But the (juestion raised by the religious landslip of
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our time is not—or ought not to be—at what sacred

opinions will the movement stop ? It rather asks,—
are there any fundamentally constituent elements in

human nature w^iich must for ever necessitate religion ?

And farther,
—is there, in the relation of our personal

life to the w^orld about us, anything w^hich ensures to

religion an adequate scope and a permanent place,

under all fairly conceivable revolutions of thought ?

The former question was the main topic of a previous

volume. The latter question, the larger and the more

comprehensive, is dealt with in the following pages.

Such an enterprize, unless when undertaken by

some recognized leader of thought, might seem self-

condemned by its presumptuous ambition; w^ere it not

for two or three considerations, which may be urged

in arrest of judgment. In the first place, no one

expects at present either to receive or to give to such

questions an answer which shall be final and ex-

haustive. And next, the matters at issue seem to be just

at that point where the freest inter-communication of

thought by the most ordinary men, if only they have

a single eye to truth, appears pre-eminently desirable.

After much agitation, some master mind may at length
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arise, who, if he cannot control destiny, will, at all

events, make peace between the past and the future.

And again, if in our passage so far through the w^orld,

any one of us finds some conclusion burnt into him by

a fire he has vainly sought to quench, he need not

doubt that there will be others, even though they Ije

but few, who will find the results of his mental conflict

helpful to themselves. Besides, after all, the work

must be judged on its own merits. If there is any

good in it, that will, in Coleridge's sense of the word,

"
find

"
those to whom it can be of service. And if it

finds none, no apology can avail it.

The essays constituting this volume are not entirely

disconnected one from another; yet they are not so

closely united as the chapters of a single treatise.

They have risen one out of the other, in pursuit of the

])urpose indicated by the second question above raised.

The first thouglit tliat occurs to any one now-a-days,

in considering tlie relation of our personal life to the

world around us, is the plausiltility with which ma-

terialism ofil'rs to exj)lain that relation and ])oth its

tenns, in expressions of matter and motion. Or if

materialism is not always so bold as to prttend now
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to a final explanation, it at least insists that the ex-

planation, if discoverable, would be simply the solution

of a problem in molecular mechanics. It has long

appeared to the present writer, that the spiritual

philosophy opposed to materialism often loses much

through a faithless hesitancy to admit, in all their

fulness, the palpable facts which materialism has to

offer in its own favour. The true policy would seem

to consist in going the whole length with all the dis-

coveries to which the materialistic method of enquiry

can fairly lay claim. Our object should be to reduce

to terms as precise as possible the uttermost pheno-

mena, into which the microscope or chemical analysis

converts the general appearances which affect the un-

aided senses. We should then find that all physical

science, if only followed far enough, has metaphysical

issues which are full of the profoundest suggestiveness.

The first subject, therefore, in the following series, and

that which gives, as it were, the kej^-note of the whole,

is
" The Mystery of Matter." The only answer that

can be made to the suggestions thus obtained is the

rejoinder: that what we call the metaphysical issues

of physics are only the merging of all articulate know-
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ledge in the noteless and boundless unknown. In the

second essay, that on " The Philosophy of Ignorance,"

an attempt is made to allow full value to this ob-

jection, and also to show where and why it fails to

arrest the spiritual aspirations of mankind. The faith,

however, which prompts these aspirations, is often

much misunderstood. It has been thought necessary,

therefore, in another essay, the shortest of the series,

to discuss the true meaning of " The Antithesis be-

tween Faith and Sight." The way is then open for an

investigation of
" The Essential Nature of Religion,"

in the course of which it is urged that, though the

thing may be called by many names, its essence is

recognizable in all the highest activities of human life,

even where these have been condemned as irreligious

and impious. The subject could not be left here. The

signs of the times are too ominous to allow any one

writing on such topics to shirk the prospects of th(^

future. And the longest of all the essays is an

attem})t to sIkjw how the ex})erieuce of past ages,

and the knowledge of the present day, unite in point-

inir to some form of "Christian Pantheism" as th«'

religion of the future.



PREFACE.

I cannot send forth the book without further

premising that its pre-eminent, almost its sole aim, is

to maintain the reality, the power, and the necessity

of spiritual religion. Associated from earliest days,

and to the present time, with certain sections of the

Church, which are generally credited with evangelical

feeling, I must profess that, however they may dislike

the opinions here set forth, it is a realization of the

value belono'ino' to the inmost essence of their faith

which has prompted me to this work. I, for one, can-

not remain silent while the inevitable task of reform is

turned into a work of destruction. The spiritual de-

scendants of the ancient saints for the most part fail to

see how searching and far-reaching is the disintegrating

influence of established scientific conclusions upon

the whole framework of theological opinion. On

the other hand, the prophets of science, dazzled

by the wonders they unfold, have often but little

susceptibility to those human feelings of the back-

ground of existence, which have formed the noblest

inspirations of history. It is a case in which not

so much intellectual gifts are needed, as a heart-

felt appreciation of the povv^er of religion, combined
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with a simple acceptance of facts as proved by

others.

Before writing these essays, I had read Mr. Matthew

Arnold's papers on " Literature and Dogma
"

in the

Cornhill Magazine; though I had not seen the

complete work as it is published in a separate form.

To the incidental acknowledgement made farther on,

I wish here to add an expression of my general

obligation to the papers which formed its germ'.

The extent of my disagreement on some points,

both of opinion and feeling, in the expanded

treatise will be sufficiently apparent in the sequel.

Strauss' volume "Der Alte und Der Neue Glaube,'^

I had not seen, until, as was the case with

many others, my attention was called to it by Mr.

Gladstone's Liverpool speech. Whatever may be the

intellectual brilliancy of that book, there is much in

the tone adopted, which would have operated rather

as a warning than as an example. Since the whole of

the essays were in the hands of tlie jtiintei', it lias

been my good
—or ill fortune to see one point or

ancjther which 1 fondly imagined migbt liave some little

novelty, most ably advanced by others. Indrt'd, one
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or two coincidences in illustration are so remarkable,

that I am only sorry I cannot honestly acknowledge

indebtedness to Mr. Thornton, whose clock, in his

essay on "Huxleyism," seems to keep the same time

with my own in the
"
Mystery of Matter," or to Mr.

Lawrenny, whose experience of wall patterns in a

sick-chamber, as mentioned in his paper on " Cause

and Design
"
in the Fortnightly for December, 1872,

entirely accords with mine, as referred to in
" Chris-

tian Pantheism."

Stamfoed Hill, February^ 1873.
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THE MYSTERY OF MATTEE.

Imagixative children, especially perhaps those whose

spirits are quickened by the thronging impulses of

town life, but whose finer feelinc^s shrink from its

sordid surroundings, are much given to fits of dreaming,

such as
"
suit the shows of thina;s to the desires of the

mind." In sunny weather they will sit imprisoned by
tall brick walls in a back-yard, where one or two tulips

on a window-ledge stare up at the bit of sky, while

sparrows wrangle on the eaves above
;
and in their day-

dreams such young poets will build around them a

world which answers to the loni^nn;*' of the heart. It

is not pattern goodness, nor is it bold adventure, which

forms the motive of the picture that their imaghiation

draws
; rather, it is a dim sense of incongruity between

that tender winged, fiuttering thing, which they are

tauglit to call their soul, and the cruel grimy bars of

circumstance which ring it round. It is beauty they

want, an<l wundcr, and romanci'; not so much the
A

'ri



BSSA YS. I.

romance of startling action, as the romance of mystery

and delifrhtful awe. And so the dull red walls are

changed to rocks of porphyry and jasper : the stupid

roar of the street outside becomes the music of the

sea, which rises and falls throuo-h branchins^ caves :

the pavement is dissolved into green transparent

water; in the clear depths fantastic coral grows, or

splendid shells are strewn. This child that seems

lying so still upon a truss of straw, with a broken

Vv^heelbarrow by his side, is in reality full of action

and joy. He plunges into the beautiful water, and he

hears the plash ringing through innumerable arches.

The way is open through the depths. He glides hither

and thither as he will, without labour or fear. He has

made his own world and he is happy.

Years afterwards, the child, now grovv^n a man,

v7orn with labour and scarred with grief, may wander

musingly through the dim streets where his life

began ; and, chancing upon the open door, he stands

again in the brick-walled, flag-paved 3^ard, where once

he la}" and dreamed. Still there are flowers upon the

window-ledge ;
still sparrows wrangle on the eaves

;

and hardly a touch of change has passed upon the

place. But with what a shock of incongruity at first,

melting into longing, tearful emotions, does the ma-

tured man try to throw himself back into the circum-

stances of the child ! For a moment he is startled

at the narrowness and sordidness of the limits within

which his young imagination played. But under the



I. THE MYSTERY OF MA TTER. 3

magic spell of association, length after length of years

is measured back, and clouds of forgetfulness are

rolled away, until he feels again the glow of those

early summer days, when the dull courtyard was

transformed into an enchanter's cave. Yet he does

not care now to renew those boyish dreams. Nay, he

could not if he tried. It is only in the most vivid

realization of the material surroundings that he can

revive his departed life, and feel the identity of the

vanished boy with the present man. Peering about

he sees still in its place the broad smooth stone, which

was to him in his building enterprises as the thresh-

ing-floor of Araunah to Solomon. There are the

descending steps, which, when covered by a board,

served as a dungeon for his conquered enemies. Up
above is the wall coping, to whic]i he daringly

climbed, with no less triumph than is felt by a

member of the Alpine Club in surmounting the

Matterhorn. There are the window-panes through
which he caught his mother's face, witli now a smile

and now a warning glance. And from that door

sounded his father's cheery voice, with a summons to

a walk, or to the inspection of some new surprising

toy. Here again is the wicket through whicli tlie

laughing eyes of some girl play-fcih^w peeped on

sunny holidays, that she might catch him dreaming,
and with a bound startle him from his reverie. Htnv

deep is the silence wliicli the memory of those voices

makes! Fur the ]>lace that knew them can know
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tliem 110 more for ever
;
and it is always

" the touch of

a vanished hand"—always "the sound of a voice that

is still," which is above all omnipotent to invest material

circumstance with a mysterious spell that holds the

heart enthralled. It is no longer fancy, it is the

doting love for every link of union with the past,

which gives to the most forbidding spot a tenderness

and beauty of its own.

But farther, this chano-e in the sio-nificance of

material surroundings is accompanied by another

equally characteristic and more suggestive. For, go

where he will, he does not need now to shut his

eyes to outward things, or transform them by imag-

ination, in order to breathe that air of mystery which

so strangely ftiscinates the soul. Whereas at one time

brick walls and gloomy courts must be masked by a

drapeiy of fancy, before the desires of the mind could

have free play ;
now the same mind feeds hungrily on

commonest things, and dotes upon a worn flight of

steps or a dingy door, as though they were luminous

with some hallowed light. Things that he had long-

forgotten they now bring to mind. Feelings bright

and evanescent as cloudland seem to dawn again out

of a murky window-pane. And what, he asks, is the

mao-ic charm which this dull matter about me wields ?

Here have these walls stood motionless, inert, while I

was far away. The dust and ruin of life's conflicts

fell upon childhood's memories, and buried them out of
*

sight. Yet after the lapse of twenty years familiar form
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and colour stir forgotten places in the heart
;
vanished

forms look from the window
;
voices long silent speak

again from the dumb stone. What is the power which

these material substances have, to touch in so in-

spiring a fashion the immaterial soul ? Association ?

Yes, but that is only a name for the fact, another way
of saying that the sights and the memories and

emotions come back together. To give a name is one

thing ;
to give an explanation is another. What has

happened ? Certain dirty red rays of reflected light,

intermingled with some sparkles of undivided beams,

have impinged upon my retina, and have caused, I

suppose, vibrations, though I should never have known

it without being told, in the nerves that run from the

back of the eyes to the optic lobes of the brain. These

vibrations coursed along through various com})lexities,

until they reached some ultimate nerve cells and

could wt no further. So f?ir there is nothino- more

than vibrations
;
but somewhere,—shall we say at the

other side of tliese nerve cells?—there comes out some-

tliing that I cannot in any way identify or connect

with vibrations—a sudden memory, a distinct vision,

a revived emotion, in which those dirty red rays are

altogetlier forgotten and extinguished. I may be told

tliat the two sets of affections, ])liysical and mental,

arc associated together in the niunior}', so that the one

recalls the othci-. T know it is so as a matter of fact;

but tliere is beneath the fact somethinir that I cannot

understand.
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Let ine keep distinctly in view the two factors

in the phenomenon. There are on the one hand

certain reflected rays of light impinging upon the

retina in a particular pattern ;
and there are on the

other hand certain memories and feelino-s, of which an

hour ago I was completely unconscious,—that is, they

were positively non-existent. For the essential charac-

teristic of an emotion is that it is felt, and an emotion

that is not felt is nothino; in the world. Now I can

account for the vibration in my optic nerves, and even

for my recognition of it as a familiar feeling. The

possibility of it existed all along in these brick walls.

I came here, and the possibility was realized. But

where was the memory of the old da3^s ? Where the

forgotten emotion ? It could not be in the rays of

light, because they would not convey the same im-

pression to any one else. They could not be found

therefore in the retina or the optic nerve, which

answered solely to the vibrations of light. They
could not be in the conscious mental side of the

ultimate nerve cells, simply because I was not con-

scious of them. A man may indeed tell me that

there is some infinitesimal speck in a deeply-seated

nerve cell, which cherished unknown to me the im-

pressions made so long ago; and that when it was

stirred up by the old familiar combination of dirty red

beams, its vibrations necessarily shook out again, as it

were, the old impressions. But I don't think I should

learn much from the explanation ;
indeed it would
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appear to me, the word association
" writ large,"

—
another mode of stating the inexplicable fact.

Thus it comes to pass that while the child's

imagination delights in clouds of fancy that veil the

stern features of external life, the matured and

thoughtful man delights in dissolving them into

mystery, and opening through every stone an endless

vista. For it is not only in places pregnant with

associations that he feels the subtlety of matter. But

everything on Avhich he gazes in the vision of the

world hints at an essence which he lono-s in vain to

grasp. The bit of chalk which he crushes beneath his

feet, expands under the microscope into a world of

minute organic beauty, whose exquisite perfection

delights, while its unutterable profusion staggers the

mind. The honest daylight loses its simplicity for

him, and becomes an incomjn-eliensible ocean trembling

with infinitesimal waves which shake the whole

universe with tlieir ethereal tremors. The hair of a

nettle assaults him no longer with a merel}" physical

sting, but pierces his very soul witli the materialistic

suggestions which its protoplasm inspires.

For, not through any hostility to science, but just

because of his susceptibility to the fascination of its

discoveries, such a man will in all probability find the

atomic theory of matter a burden and a terror. He
has travelled; he has watched the sunset on the sea;

he has worshi]»ped, like Coleridge, in the valley of

Chamounix; he has found that jiiles of earth and tons
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of water can be so arranged as to draw from him tears

of longing and rapture ;
he has begun to regard

material forms no longer as prison-bars shutting in his

soul, but rather as organ keys, by means of which some

mysterious power calls forth a flood of music to which

they have no resemblance. Let any philosopher then

prove to him, as indeed it is easy to do apparently and

plausibly, that this gloriously-real world, so far sur-

passing his childish dreams, is ultimately reducible to

little kernels of an insensate substance, which has no

attributes whatever except dead impenetrabilit}^, un-

loving attraction, stolid repulsion ;
and the philosopher

will appear to be offering simply the strongest reasons

for suicide and a speedy return to the atomic, or at

least molecular condition. And if he is strono- enoucrh

to face steadily the questions which are now raised,

such a doubting soul will feel that there is no return

for him to the high a priori road of predisposition*

and assumption; there is no retreat for him to his did

dual conception of mind and matter, master and slave.

There is only one escape possible from the horrible

oppression of a universal death. He must go right

throuo-h materialism and come out at the other side,

where it merges into pure spiritualism. And happy
will he be, as well as wise and valiant, if after a dark

hour,—the "darkness that may be felt," the darkness of

a man who wakes to find himself buried alive,
—he sees

*
Predisposition, however, has its vahie

;
see

" Antithesis of

Faith and Sight."
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at last the whole phantasmagoria of palpable things

cleared away, like clouds drunk up by the sun, into

the grand and blessed unity of substance, light,

and life.

This is not the experience of an individual merely :

it is the story of the race. For early generations, like

imaginative children, veiled the external world in a

mist of fancy. Not knowing the true inherent wonder

of the world, they adorned it with dreams of gods,

fairies, or genii. They crowned the rocks of Olympus
with airy palaces. They imputed a personal life and

Avill to every stream and every wind. The mind, as it

worked, wrought only one result: all its ''makings"

•were poetry. There was no perplexity then in-

volved in the apparent contrast between mind and

matter. For imagination mastered matter, and adapted
it to the desires of the mind. And one may well

understand how, when philosophy had developed the

notion of a matter,—materia—hyle
—distinct from and

logically opposite to mind, the living spirit of man
felt a revulsion from the thing so presented, and often

identified it with the very essence of evil.

But with the progress of civilization histor}^ the

generic memory, arose
;
and then, sanctified as the

birthplace of wisdom oi' heroism, many a classic ground
was exalted beyond any claims that nature had be-

stowed
;
l)ecause it was transformed bv the toucli of

association. To the early settloi*s T supj)ose the land

of Egypt was attractive mainly bt'cau.se of the facilities
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which it offered for the supply of their bodily needs.

It was the scene of hard labour, too, where each man
"cast his bread upon the waters that he might find it

after many days," or "sowed his seed and watered it

with his foot as a garden of herbs." And they soothed

the hardness of their lot with pictured imaginations of

the spirit-land, where kings lie in their glory and the

slave is free from his toil. But to later generations,

notably to the Greeks, Egypt became the land of

sacred wonder. Its river was a mystery. Its tombs

were as the threshold of eternity. Its temples were

homes of divine wisdom. And all its attractions-

sprang from this, that it was a land rich in human

experiences and sanctified by a thousand memories^

which made the silence of its monuments more

eloquent than speech. Homer must needs crowd the

plain of Troy with supernatural beings to make it a-

fit arena for his imagination. But now its very
desolation inspires; and plain and mountain, stream

and sea are irradiated by the enthusiastic memories

of the beholder. To Homer Scamander was a living

power ;
and its floods were actuated by angry passion

to compass Achilles' death. To the modern traveller

it is a puny stream; yet somehow spiritualized into

grandeur by its suggestions of a departed world.

But this modern traveller, if he sympathizes with the

new life as well as the old, has no need of the spell of

association to invest matter with fascination. The

microscope and the telescope, spectrum analysis and
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biological research have made it impossible to watch

the motes in a sunbeam or the faintest twinkle of a

star without a sense of exhaustless mystery. Wlien

the Israelites, rising early in the morning, saw the earth

covered with strange food from heaven,—''white like

coriander seed," we are told—they were startled like

children who look out of their windows and for the

first time in their lives see the ground covered with

snow. "Man—hu?" What is this? they cried
;
and

not being able to give any answer, they kept the

wondering question for a name. It is not the only case

in which a name has been expressive of ignorance rather

than of knowledo'e. At least this is, it seems to me, by

far the most significant result of all the splendid boasts

of modern science. No doubt, after some achievements

of knowledge, especially as applied to useful invention,

the . first feeling was one of almost contemptuous-

triumph. Men talked with pride of the' mastery

wielded by mind over " brute matter," which they

blasted with gunpowder, and squeezed in hydraulic

presses, and welded by steam hammers, and compelled

by torture of fire to submit its gigantic forces to their

will. And the soul was undisturbed in its com-

placency, because every result achieved seemed only

to concentrate attention the more on mind and

will as the supreme wonder of the world. Ihit of

late years a change of tone has been manifest; and

matter itself in its ultimate constitution has become

the object not (»t' [)hilo.so})hic in([uiry only, but of an
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enthrallino; interest, in which vague feelino^s of alarm

and jealousy add to the keenness of curiosity. For the

once despicable element, armed by physical science

with weapons of deadly precision, threatens to turn

the tables on mind, and to reward hasty contempt
with the doom of annihilation.

The truth is, that in modern times science and

philosophy combine to make impossible that old sword-

and-sheath, or shell-and-kernel theor}^ of the world, by
which men once expressed the unfathomable contrast

of '^within and without." The intimacy of relation-

ship which scientific research establishes between soul

and body is such, that one feels relationship to be

hardly the word to express what looks much more like

identit}^ And when once this is realised, it be-

comes impossible henceforward to find satisfaction

in the ordinary dualistic notion of two ultimate sub-

stances fundamentally and essentially distinct. The

issue then seems to be blank materialism. But when
a steady eflfort is made to follow up materialism to its

innermost significance, it is found to be as penetrable

as one of Pepper's ghosts : we pass right through it,

and come out at the other side,
—some say, into the

formless void of infinite ignorance, but as others think,

into the assured consciousness of eternal, all-compre-

hensive, all-pervasive Life, as the only substance. Thus

Berkeley's idealism with a diflference, and Spinoza's

pantheism with a difference, are pressed on the con-

sideration of ordinary readers and thinkers now by
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methods which these prophetic minds, far-seeing as

they were, could hardly anticipate.

It will be a sufficient illustration of these remarks if I

refer to the effect produced on the public mind by two

celebrated discourses of Professor Huxley—a man who,

I venture to think, has rendered services to the Church,

if less signal, yet not less valuable than those which

he has rendered to science
;
for he has not only brought

religionists face to face with facts, with a vigour and a

clearness almost peculiar to himself, but he has made

concerning those facts suggestions of more importance

to the future of religion than he himself perhaps would

dare to promise. The two above-mentioned Lay Sermons,

on "the Physical Basis of Life," and on Descartes'
" Dis-

course, &c.," have undoubtedly defined the only terms

on which an ultimate and thorough reconciliation is

possible between physical science and spiritual religion.*

Rivalling Berkeley in sparkling distinctness of state-

ment, while of course far surpassing him in knowledge

of physical phenomena, Mr. Huxley has shown, with a

force amounting to demonstration, that by whichever

path we set out, whether that of Materialism or that of

Idealism, if we only go far enough we are brought to

the same point. Whether this great master of fact and

language was equally hapj)y in his discussion of Bishop

* Mr. Herbert Spencer had done the same thing before, in u

different way ;
but of course the biological questions treated by

Mr. Huxley awakened popular attention, as a work on philo-

sophy could hardly l>e e.\j)ected to do.
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Berkeley, it would be presumptuous in an obscure critic

to offer an opinion. But one cannot help feeling that

if the multitudes who read with the eagerness of fear-

ful curiosity the "Physical Basis of Life," could have

been disabused of their supposed knowledge about

certain ultimate properties of matter, they would have

ceased to anathematize as a materialist one of the most

powerful opponents, and perhaps the most completely

armed, that Materialism has ever had.

For all that the distinguished speaker did in this

discourse, was to call attention to certain indisputable

ficts. And perhaps it was the impossibility of

denying these facts, which was a main cause of the

uneasiness that most of us felt. Thus he told us that

all organisations, from the lichen up to the man, are

all composed mainly of one sort of matter which in all

cases, even those at the extremity of the scale, is

almost identical in composition. And the one other

fact on which he insisted was, that every living action,

from the vibrations of cilia b}^ the foraminifer to the

imagination of Hamlet or the composition of the

Messiah, is accompanied by, and in a sense finds an

equivalent expression in, a definite waste or disinteg-

ration of material tissue. Thus it is no less certain

that the muscles of a horse are strained by a heavy

load, than it is that the brain of a Shakespeare under-

goes molecular agitation, producing definite chemical

results, in the sublime effort of imagination.

Besides these facts there were some few assertions,
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denials, and inferences, which suggested fair matter

for argument, and were accordingly fiercely debated.

But I do not at all believe that these more oric^inal

elements had very much influence in producing

the excitement Avhich followed. The surprise, the

shock, and the prolonged uneasiness realized by so

many minds were, I think, really caused by the lucid

and telling statement of facts already known and

indisputable. Many of us perhaps learned a little

animal physiology at school. But I venture to think

that not one in fifty of the readers of that discourse

had ever tried to realize what they meant by the

union of soul and body. And if they ever did try to

til ink about it, the distinctness of the two was nearer

anrl clearer to consciousness than their alliance. Hence

when such I'eaders were told that the soul never does

one single thing by itself apart from some excitement

of bodily tissue, they experienced a shock, which was

all the more unpleasant because it was impossible to

deny the fact. That thought and love and inrlignation

and fear, which in one diiv'ction find their expression

in majestic eloquence, should in another direction find

their cx[)ression in the production of carbonic acid

urea and water, seemed altoi]jether monstrous and

terrible. Such a union as this between soul and body
seemed locricallv to amount to idcntitv. And vet the

poor soul felt that, whatever might be said, still it

knew that it was not carbon, oxygen, hydrogen, or

nitrogen, nor yet all of them put together, lience
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arose an apparent schism between logic and con-

sciousness; which was very distressing to many
minds. The distracted reader scarcely thought of

askino' himself how much he knew about carbon or

oxygen or the rest of them. The fact that he could

not think about them without producing them was

something frightful; and therefore in all probability

he betook himself to the usual resource of mental

helplessness, whether in ecclesiastical conclaves or pot-

house debates—he took to cursing.

When, for instance, ordinary men are told that
" sooner or later we shall arrive at a mechanical ex-

pression of consciousness, just as we have arrived at a

mechanical equivalent of heat;""^ and when they hear

this assertion illustrated by reference to a pound-weight

fallino- throuoii the distance of a foot, and oivino; rise

to a definite amount of heat as its equivalent ;
such

hearers instantly picture to themselves a pair of scales

with a man's soul placed on the one side and a pound
or a ton weight, as the case may be, on the other. And

tlie}^ persist in supposing the sj^eaker to mean that the

conscious life of the one is equivalent to, in the sense

of being Avorth no more than, the (supposed) uncon-

scious mechanical force of the other. They conceive

the soul transmuted into a potato-dealer's iron weight,

and they shudder with a righteous horror of such a

materialistic doctrine. Yet, if they could but realize

that all their knowledge of weight is the conscious

*
Lay Sermons, &c., 1870, p. 372.
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apprehension of force in one form, and that all they

know of the desire to lift it is the conscious appre-

hension of force in another form, they would themselves

feel how possible it is that the one form of force might
be expressed in terms of the other. They might or

might not agree in the possibility of applying this

mode of interpretation to all the subtle variations of

conscious energy, but they would at least acquit the

proposal of
"
gross and brutal materialism."

The truth is, that in these days of Mudie, and

Library Companies (Limited), thousands, if not the

million, read much which they have just education

enough to misunderstand; and no lucidity of exposi-

tion can save us from errors occasioned by inveterate

inaccuracy on our own part in regard to the

most elementary terms. The rough philosophy of

ordinary intelligence recognizes, or fancies that it

recognizes, two utterly distinct kinds of existence—one

called matter or body, and the other spirit or soul.

Such rough philosophy may be sufficient for most

practical purposes ;
but it is liable to be sorely per-

plexed by lectures on "
Protoplasm." For in the

common view tliese two kinds of existence are so

essentially different, that no transition is conceivable

from the one to the other, and, indeed, no liiglier

generalization can possibly combine them in real

unity. To sucii a view the word universe must be

a misnomer. Tliere is no ultimate oneness of tilings.

And therefoie every approximation to a final general-
15
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ization, whether from the side of science or of relio'ion,

excites suspicion and fear just in proportion as its drift

is perceived. For the false assumption, like a trivial

error in the terms of a calculation, thouo-h of no

practical import within a narrow range, becomes more

and more perplexing and possibly disastrous, as the

magnitude of the problem grows. Tell the believer in

two substances that all living organisms, from the

lichen up to man, are composed mainly of one sort of

matter, which in all cases, even in those at the ex-

tremity of scale, is identical in chemical composition,

and your hearer may only be interested and surprised.

Tell him that every vital action, from the vibration of

cilia np to the contemplations of a saint, is accompanied

by, and finds an equivalent expression in, a definite

waste of material tissue : discomfort and suspicion will

be the result. Tell him that all species and all genera-

tions of the animal and vegetable Avorld have been

produced, under discoverable laws, by gradual modifica-

tions of one original and everywhere identical proto-

plasm : his face will flush with indignation, and ana-

themas will rise to his lips.

Certainly the sort of mental anxiety to which I

allude has been a good deal aggravated by the

increased and increasing hold which the doctrine

of development, in one form or another, has indisput-

ably taken on most inquiring minds. Natural selec-

tion may or may not be regarded as sufficient to

account for the origin of species. But I am stating a
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mere fact, and not "upholding any theory, when I say

that the notion of successive acts of special creation

out of nothing, Or out of inorganic dust, has been

virtually abandoned by all whose observations of

nature have been made on such a scale as to entitle

their opinions to any weight. And those ordinary

readers who have intellio-ence enougjh to note this fact

are usually possessed by the feeling, right or wrong,
that if once the doctrine of development be fairly

established in reo'ard to the brute creation, the aro-u-

ments for extending it to man will be irresistible.

Whether that be the case or not, it is certainly true

that our interest in the ultimate constitution of matter

derives a terrible eagerness from the rapid growth and

prevalence of theories founded on the doctrines of

continuity, development and the correlation of forces.

Now, it is not my business here, nor does it lie

Avithin my capacity to u])hold such theories on scientific

grounds. But, at any rate, they exist. They rest on

large inductions. They arc receiving fresh accessions

of evidence every day ;
and surely, unless truth ab-

solutely re(^uires us to do so, it is not wise to risk

popular confidence in the supremacy of s])irit and life

in the order of the world on the chance that those

theories mav ultimatclv ])rove to be false.

For the [iuipose of tlie present argument, however, it

matters not wlicther the thcoi-ies referred to are true

or not. They assert, at any rate, tliat unity of the

world, wliicli in some fjrm or otlier must ultimately
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be accepted ;
and at which, in any form, believers in

two substances must stumble. It is the slow, but most

perceptible current of popular thought towards the last

generalization, the idea of a iinivevse, which is the real

cause of all the perplexing eddies in side channels and

private mill-dams of theological vested interests.

Suspicion of miracle, impatience of the Athanasian

creed, discomfort at the notion of creation out of

nothino' all of which are sisfns of these times,—in a

sense in which they never were of any other age,
—derive

their whole force from that sense of a comprehensive

unity to which the discoveries of modern science have

given so grand an awakening. Whoever then contii-

butes a side light, a shade of thought, a suggestive

w^ord on the mvsterv of matter, is doino: what

he can to hasten that day when " God shall be all

in all."

Let us try if we cannot conceive clearly the mental

condition of a man who feels most acutely the apparent

encroachments of materialism. Such a man uses

familiarly the word "substance," in what he thinks to be

a clear and definite sense; although, ten to one, he has

never put his definition into words. Roughly, I think,

we may say that anything he can thump or squeeze or

crush, anything that resists him, however delicately,

like a waft of air, is a substance. Good Dr. Johnson,

when bewildered b}^ Berkeleyite subtleties about the

non-existence of matter, indignantly thumped his fist

on the table and exclaimed, "Here it is, sir! here it is I"
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He, evidently, philosopher though he was in Boswell's

eyes, shared that position of the common mind which I

am now endeavourino- to describe, and reo-arded as

substance anything wdiich in any degree withstands

the fist. Hence bricks, iron, wood, feather-beds, water

and gas are all substances. Fire is doubtful; still, as it

swallows up other substances, newspaper reporters

may be right in calling it "the devouring element."

Electricity is more doubtful still. It may be called

"the electric fluid." But there is a mystery about it,

which to the common mind is inconsistent with

honest substance. LUjld is a puzzle. The ordinary
mind does not regard it as a substance, and yet it

always streams from a substance; but until attention

and reflection are thoroughly excited no inconsistency

is felt here. So far, then, all is plain. The common ob-

server knows himself to be surrounded by many sub-

stances, wliich he is sure are no ])art of himself, and

which seem, for the most part, in themselves heavy, stu-

pid, inert. There is no mystery at all in this, he thinks.

Here is the realm of common sense and tanuible evi-

dence. But now, when he comes to think of himself,

here he apprehends a mystery. He docs not realize his

own existence as he does that of material substances

around him. Certainly we have heard of people pincli-

ing themselves when confounded by surprise, to con-

vince themselves that tliey were really present in the

llesh. But as a general rule a man does not come to

self-consciousness by feelinu: his rilts, or bv bitinir liid
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lips, but by a direct perception, whicli is like nothing

but itself. Accordingly the common mind draws a

great distinction between its perception of itself, and

its perception of substances around. And to that

subtle essence, which it feels itself to be, it gives the

name of spirit. It would not, I suppose, always call

spirit a substance. But whatever names be used, in

effect it comes to this, that the rough philosophy of

common sense recognizes, or fancies that it recognizes,

the existence of two utterly distinct kinds of sub-

stance, one which it calls matter or body, and the other

spirit or soul. According to this view matter, how-

ever ancient, is a new thing in the universe. Spirit

alone is eternal. And as matter is utterly and

fundamentally different from spirit, with no possibility

of a transition from one to the other, it follows that

matter must have been at one time called out of pure

nothing into sudden being. This, of course, has not

been always held. For many of the ancients regarded

matter as eternal. Partlv, however, from a natural

and proper intolerance of two diverse substances

equally eternal, and partly from a forced interpretation

of certain passages of scripture, which will fliirly bear a

very different construction, the ordinary common

sense theory of the world now insists on the creation

of matter as well as individual souls out of nothino- at

all. Then, of course, matter being solid, inert, incapable

of feelinof or consciousness, is associated with clearness,

tangibility, mortality, and evil
;

while spirit is
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mysterious, etherial, the true vehicle of life, the proper

and only subject of religion and immortality.

Such being the theory of the world as embraced by
the common mind, there is little wonder that lectures

on protoplasm, especially when combined with theories

of development, should cause many a flutter of heart
;

which, by the way, is all the more painful because it

seems to confirm materialism
;
and many a snarl, which

according to Dr. Darwin goes far to prove the theory

which excited it. For if every possible mental energy

fiiids its equivalent expression in mechanical or

chemical terms, it is impossible to avoid an uncom-

fortable suspicion that the distinction between soul

and body is not quite so clear and utter as we had

thou!4'ht. And if in the course of the next ij;eneration

it should really come to be believed that the whole

power and glory of the living forms which throng and

adorn, and even subdue the world, have been gradually

evolved out of a speck of irritable jelly ; alas, alas, for

the noble dream of a God-breathed inspiration and a

divine imaixe in man! Alas for the sacred roll of

})romises that gleam, and re1)ukes that burn, and living-

words that empower the faint! All, all will be gone,

but only one doleful utterance—"I said in mine heart

concerninLT the sons of men that God miiiht manifest

tliL'm, and that they might see that they themselves

are beasts,"

It is evident, then, that the terrible conclusions, too

hastily formed by hearers of lectures on Protoplasm,
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proceed entirely on the common assumption that what

we call matter is something fundamentally and essen-

tially different from spirit ; something heavy, lifeless,

inert; something that lies hid beneath, and is the

foundation of the etherial vision of the world. But if

that assumption be wholly gratuitous, the mere

creation of false analogy ; if, when closeh^ examined, it

resolves itself into a tissue of incongruities, mutually

destructive, unthinkable, impossible ;
we cannot say

that such a conclusion solves for us the riddle of the

earth; we cannot say that materialism, in a fair sense

of the word, becomes impossible; but we can say that

materialism and spiritualism w^ould then be felt to

exhibit different aspects of the same everlasting fact;

and physical research might henceforth unfold to us

only the energies of Infinite Life, self-governed by
eternal law.*

* The oreneral line of arofiiment vrhich follows is of course

suggested by Professor Huxley in the two Lectures on Proto-

plasm and on Descartes, to wbicli allusion has already been

made more than once. Eeaders must judge whether the aim

and application are so far identical as to make a re-statement in

my own way needless. But the argument has l)een involved in

all spiritualistic as distinguished from materialistic philosophy,
almost since human thought iirst began to wrestle with tlie

enigma of the world. And if in the present age, anything of the

kind should be thought new, it is for the same reason that has

made assertions about protoplasm or bioplasm seem bold and

startling. What was once the property of a few isolated thinkers,

has in our time been popularized and made accessible to minds of

ordinary intelligence.
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Which amono-st the innumerable facts that store

the memory even of the most ignorant, is that of

which we are most confidently certain ? There can

be little doubt about the answer. Children, fond

of emphatic utterance, but innocent of all expletives,

will often stren^'then their assertions with the addition

^' as sure as ever I'm alive." And in such words,

without knowing it, simple souls of maturer growth
often illustrate and endorse the principle of Des-

cartes, who reared his system of the universe fi'om

the apparently syllogistic, bat really identical pro-

position, **I think, therefore I am;" i.e., "I am think-

ing, therefore I am a thinker;" or "I am, therefore

I am." But the fuller form of the proposition is

not wholl}'' unmeaning. For, bearing in mind how

Descartes incJudcd under thinkini'- all modes of

sentiency, we may say that the fuller form reveals

what is true but not generally recognized, that the

substantive verb always carries with it the notion of

thought ill the subject of whicli it is predicated. This

is obvious with regard to the first person,
"
I am;" for

to say that a man can him^^olf separate the notion of

liis being from tlie notion of 1 is sentiency is absurd.

But surely it is no less true of the second ])erson, "thou

art;" lur thougli a poet may address a muuntain or a

.statue, l)y the very In-pothcsis of personificati(^n he

attiibutes sentiency to the subject. And it can

scarcely be contended tliat the intlcctiDii of tlie tliird

person \\li()lly clianges the meaning of tlie verb. Jii
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other words, our notion of being is always and

necessarily that of conscious being. Our first recogni-

tion of existence is in the form of life; and we only

delude ourselves when we flmcy that we eliminate life

from our notion of objects around us. At any rate, this,

the knowledge that I am alive, or the fact that I am

conscious, is, in the mind of the simplest as well as

profoundest, the one point so certain that it serves as

a standard by which to judge all others. Now this

only amounts to saying that our first and elementary

recognition of existence is in the form of life. Ft may
be, and doubtless is true, that no baby knows, or can

be correctly said to feel that he is alive, until he opens
his mouth and is astonished by the noise that he

makes, or till he unfolds blank, meaningless eyes to

the wonder of lio-ht. But no one will venture

to say that in either instance he learns anything
whatever of a world outside of him. AVe cannot

be far wrong in thinking that he is simply roused

to a dim, inarticulate, unrecorded and irrecover-

able sense of indefinite life. The feeling, therefore,

that we are alive is the prime, continuous, and

fundamental perception which gives content to all

others. We may talk about eliminating consciousness

and forming an abstract idea of being ;
but it is only

talk, nothino' more. We never use the substantive

verb without attributing some sort of life definite,

or indefinite, to its subject. The first fact of existence,

and the only one of which we have such an iuimediate
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cognition, that in it subject and object are one, is, if

not living substance, at least the phenomenon of life.

But how do we know that anything else exists be-

yond the life we realize in ourselves ? Says Common-

sense "Seein!:c's believino-; but feelincr has no fellow; I see

them, and feel them, and hear them, and taste them,

and smell them; therefore I know that a world of thinos

exists around me." This argument is not to be despised;

it is genuine and sound; irrefutable by any amount of

metapliysical subtlety. But the question does not

concern the existence of those visions, or feelings or

sounds, or tastes, or smells. Tliey are indisputa l)le.

Nor, again, does it affect the existence of real causes for

them. But what it does touch is the nature of those

causes. And if it be said that tliey are caused by an

unliving substance, a dead matter, which is fundamen-

tally different from tlie mode of existence whicli we

know in ourselves, the assertion is one fur wlilch no

tittle of j)roof can be found.

It may not perhaps be wholly unnecessary here to

remind some readers that tlie doctrine of Bishop

Berkeley lias been persistently misUiken on this point.

For it has been supposed that he denied the existence

of the external world, and thus for a })edantic whim

insulted the common sense of humanitv. Of course he

never dreamt of doing anything of the kind. Indeed,

he rather })elievcd it to be his mission to vindicate

common sense acrainst the far-fetched explanations of

philosuphers. Never did lie for a moment treat the
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external world as an unreal dream. He constantly

insisted, rather, that the question he discussed concerned

only the underlying basis or cause of the external

manifestations that affect us; a question of which com-

mon sense is for the most part entirely oblivious; but

in regard to which it easily suffers itself to be griev-

ously deluded. As a clear understanding of the

position thus generally indicated is becoming absolutely

essential to any calm estimate of the apparently

materialistic bearino-s of recent biological theories, a

few words of ex|)osition from one, who has felt the

pressure of these questions but who makes no pre-

tence to profound or original research, may not be

without their use to the class of readers alluded to

above.

Engaged in my work, and needing to note the pas-

sage of time, I look at the clock, and am straightway

conscious of a complex sensation, accompanied by cer-

tain thouo'hts. I am conscious of a sensation of a cir-

€ular form, and of a white surface distinguished by
black marks. I am conscious also, ]jerhaps, of an

uncomfortable feeling that time is flying rapid!}", and

that only a few moments of certain allotted hours are

left to me. For I gave myself three hours—from ten

to one o'clock—for a particular purpose ;
and now

the clock tells me that it is half-past twelve.

"
Tells me !

"
I cannot help imputing an intentional

meaning to the clock-face
;
and the lively figure of

speech ordinarily adopted is only a fair expression of
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what the clock is generally supposed to do. I can, of

course, on reflection, easily convince myself that the

whole significance of the object
—all notion of the

twelve hours, and of the sixty minutes, and of the

time that remains to me—is not in the clock at all,

hut in myself Yet I find it requires very considerable

effort to separate that round white face and those

black marks outside of me, from the impression of the

time of day which I feel within me. So prone are we

to predicate of things outside of us the attriljutes of

life, while yet we profess to conceive of them as dead.

But let us suppose this error discovered and corrected.

In contemplating the clock in itself, then, we have

got rid of all notion of time—of all significance, which,

on reflection, we find to be due to living association

of ideas, and which we are quite sure is in us and not

in the clock itself All that is left now is a circular

white space with black marks on it. This much, at

least, it may be urged, is clearly outside of us. And

yet if it is so, the clock must certainly l)e alive. For

what du wc mean by
" white ?

" We mean a certain

feelin^-- or sensation which we associate with the word.

Thus, if I mention the word, you can recall the sensa-

tion
;
and if I hold iq) a white cloth before you, you

may say,
"
Yes, that is what I mean," because you re-

co^niise the sensation of whiteness which is rcn'ived.

Ihit if the cloth bo fairly opacjue, and I hold it iq)

between you and the sun-light, then it excites no

sensatiun of whiteness, but seems as nonrly as possible
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black. Yet the cloth itself is the same, and the white-

ness or blackness is in the observer. My interlocutor,

however, being a man of strong common sense, may
.catch me up sharply, and sa}^

" No
;
the blackness or

whiteness depends on the incidence of the light, and is

still at the surface of the cloth." To which I should

3'eply that the cause of the sensation of whiteness may
undoubtedly be at the surface of the cloth

;
but the

very mention of the light shows that the whiteness

itself is in our eyes, or rather in the living self at the

other end of the optic nerve. And therefore, when we

apply the epithet
" white

"
to our clock-face, we de-

>scribe not what that object is in itself, but the sensa-

tion which it excites in us.

In other words, every act of perception involves two

factors,
—a perceiving subject and a perceived object.

But we have no right whatever to invest either of

these factors separately with the whole value of the

two brought into conjunction. When vre ourselves

are gone away from the object, we know that our

memory lacks the vividness and "outness" of the

present sensation. And if the one factor, when re-

moved from conjunction with the other, is modified

by the separation, so is the other. We cannot logically

leave the object invested with those sensations wdiich

it indeed produced in us, but which were a part of

ourselves and not of it. For that which is acknow-

ledged to be an effect produced on a living suscepti-

bilit}^ cannot j^ossibly be left behind when the living
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susceptibility is removed.
' Of course, in the language

of common sense, the clock-face is white when left

alone in the deepest darkness, equally as when, illum-

ined by the lamp, it warns us of the flight of time.

But then the lan<:(uao^e of common sense is not, and

need not be, exhaustively accurate. In the present

instance it roughly expresses the indubitable fact, that

the clock-face will retain its ])ower of exciting, under

certain conditions, the sensation of whiteness in our

minds. Yet, for the pjurpose of our present argument,

it is of the highest importance to fix in our minds the

exact truth, which is this
;
that what we leave behind

us when we take our candle and go to bed, is not, in

the full significance of the words, a white cJock-face,

but somethinij: which, if we come back a«^'ain with a

lic-ht, will acrain awaken in us the sensation of the

present moment.

It is obvious that the same reasoninoj would be

equally applicable, not onl}^ to the round form and to

the black figures, but also to the tick of the pendulum,

wliich affects an entirelv different sense. Some diffi-

culty may be felt in realizing that the hardness and

smoothness which w^e perceive through touch, are just

as much in ourselves as is the white colour, and in-

ca[)able of existence unles.s in tlie actual contact of our

hands. But as tliis would necessitate a discussion of

impenetrability, whicli may be better a})pr(jached pre-

sently from another })oint of view, I shall best consult

economy of space, without injury to ultimate com-
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pleteness, by assuming now that the argument exem-

plified in the above ilhistration is applicable to all the

senses alike. Let not the drift, however, be mistaken.

The common sense of humanity is right enough in

insisting on the reality of the external world. And
all that our argument amounts to, so far, is this,

—that

our sensation is one thing, and its cause or occasion

another; and ftxrther, that simple sensation does not

tell us what that cause is. If we ask what causes our

sensation of whiteness in looking at the clock, we

have no right to answer " white colour
;

"
for the

epithet expresses a sensation which must be in us,

and cannot possibly be out of us. If, then, the cause

be not white colour, what is it ?

As simple sensation cannot answer, science has taken

the matter in hand. By a minute observation of

innumerable sensations, and by elaborate calculations

and reasonings founded upon them, physical philoso-

phers propose to reduce all our perceptions, and

everything else about us, to a system of molecular

mechanics. I am not going to complain of this

proposal, or to anathematize its materialistic tendency

or method. The method ought to be materialistic
;
the

more so the better
;
for that is only another name for

precise observation and accurate inference. But as to

the tendency, we shall see. To my mind, to accuse

molecular mechanics of a materialistic tendency, is

about as reasonable as it would have been to accuse the

first aeronaut who ventured to explore the clcuds, of a
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voyage into outer darkness. In good time we shall

all come through to the other side. Only let ns

go deep enough ; only let us get hold of our molecules

and atoms—if we can. There is no fear of the result.

But, meanwhile, I venture to suggest as the next stey)

in my argument, that while simple sensation has

nothing to tell us about its cause
; except that it is not

ourselves
; physical research, so far as it has gone,

gives us a cause which is not only nothing like the

effect, hut totall}^ inadequate to account for it.

Let me illustrate what is meant. Looking at the

clouds of sunset, what wonderful visions we sometimes

enjoy,
— castle, and spire, and city, palaces resplendent

with gold and purple, fiery caves and gorgeous moun-

tains. To the child they present a fairy-land quite

sufficient to confirm the adventures of Jack at the top

of his bean-stalk. And the little seer ponders how

daintily his foot would tread the golden floors, and

what supreme lordship he would feel, enthroned on

those shining peaks. If then some remorseless

iconoclast of romance were to cany him away in a

balloon, and, fjivoured by the winds, were to plunge

liim into the woild on which he dotes, how bitterlv

disappointed the cliild would be to find liis beloved

vision melt away into dismal <lamps, white ghostly

mists, with no power but to baftle, and blind, and chill!

No dou])t, if ho .should pass riglit through int*^ tlic

I'oundless lii-ht beyond, liis confi<lencc would Ix'

restored, and liis joy redoubled. But no ex}>laiiation
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would enable him to identify in his consciousness the

splendid vision either above or below, with the dull

molecules of chokins: fo^' into which he had been

plunged. So, when science takes us children of a

larger growth, and to exhibit to us the secret of colour,

plunges us into a mist of vibrating molecules or atoms,

we find it impossible to identify in consciousness the

notion of vibrations with the phenomena of experience.

It may be we shall pass through the mist some day,

and know the eternal boundless life which it, so to

speak, refracts and reflects. But not in trembling

atoms do we, or shall we ever find any adequate ex-

planation of the glorious visible world.

Suppose yourself to be looking up, not at the clouds,

but at a palace ceiling illuminated with brilliant

colours. No minute examination at the top of a ladder

will do for us here what we supposed the balloon

voyage to have affected for the child. However we

may fly through the clouds, we are quite incapable yet

of carrying our consciousness through a coat of paint.

But science professes fully to explain to us the delight

of our eyes. We have all heard in these times of the

ether and its wavelets, which, vibrating billions of

times in a second, carry everywhere the glory of light.

We all understand that these ethereal wavelets, im-

pinging upon molecules of pigment, have part of their

movements absorbed, and part reflected in various

degrees, according to the peculiar nature of the pigment

employed. But as action and re-action are equal, we
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must suppose the etherial wavelets which are thus

turned violently back in their course to affect the

molecules with their own motions. And indeed

according to this theory, which, so far as it goes, I

do not for a moment doubt, the only reason that can be

given for the different colours of molecules is their

adaptability to absorb or reflect a few billion vibrations

more or a few billion vibrations less in any given second

of time. We must conceive, then, that the superficial

molecules of our illuminated ceiling are kept in a

constant state of agitation under the beating waves of

the light.

Now, as Milton's imagination reduced his unmanage-

able host of devils to pigmies in order that they might

be squeezed into the Pandemonium, we may venture

to reduce our own more estimable persons in thought

to a minuteness beyond the range of microscopic per-

ception. If, at the inner end of the optic nerve, there

are brain molecules capable of marking time to the

wavelets of light, we may suppose our whole conscious-

ness to be concentrated in such a molecule. Having
then reduced ourselves to a size indefinitely smaller

than that of the smallest perceptible animalcule, we

may insinuate ourselves amongst the agitated particles

of our illuminated ceiling, and thus follow up to its last

retreat the m3\stery of colour. But it may fairly be

([uestioned whether the result would answer our ex-

pectations, any more than the child's investigation of

the sunset clouds would be in accordance with his.
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SuiTouiided on every side by perceptibly dancing mole-

cules, of whose actual motions we were conscious, we

might feel as though enveloped in a cloud of dustagitated

by the wind, or as though rolled amongst pebbles

shaken by the beat of waves on the beach, but as to

the efficient and formative cause of the brilliant vision

we had seen below, we should be as much bewildered

as the child plunged into the cloud.

This is only one illustration out of innumerable

others which might be given to show the impossibility

of realizing in consciousness the explanation offered by
molecular mechanics of the phenomena of sensation.

And nothing is really an explanation which cannot be

realized as such in consciousness. What we want is a

cause, out of which we can rationall}^ educe the effect.

When, for instance, we are told that the perception of

distance is given partly by the muscular sense accom-

panying the adjustment of tlie axes of the eyes, parth'

by association of certain directions of lines and various

degrees of dimness or clearness, with experience of

touch and motion, this, so far as it goes, is an entirely

adequate explanation. No question is here involved

of the ultimate constitution of the outer or the inner

world. Bat the phenomena being assumed, every one,

by the exercise of a little reflection, is able to realize

this explanation in his own consciousness, and ration-

ally to connect that muscular sense and the experience

of touch with his perception of distance. For ever}-

one, when his attention is called to it, knows that a
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muscular effort is required for the adjustment of the

eyes to various distances
;
and even after long experi-

ence illusory appearances of distance or nearness occa-

sionally illustrate the uncertainty of sight apart from

the interpretations of the other sense. This, then, I

call an adequate explanation so far as it goes; one which

can he reaUzed in consciousness.

But with the explanation of sensation by molecular

mechanics the case is far otherwise. For physical

research, rightly pursuing its materialistic method,

Lmds us in a dead, inert substance, called matter, which,

though utterly soulless and meaningless in itself, does,

nevertheless, by its shakings and rumblings, produce

in oui' conscious selves the most Ijeautiful visions and

exalted emotions. !No\v, I do not dispute the vilnatory

theorv of liijht; and, of course, that of sound is iudis-

])utable. But what does it amount to in either case ?

Simply to this, that when we carefully and minutely

examine the external phenomena inseparable from our

consciousness of siLrht or sound, we find that tliev re-

solve themselves into other phenomena having the form

uf infinitesimal viltrations, which it is (piite impossible

rationally to connect with the consciousness that gives

thorn all tlicir inter'.'st.* I repeat then that while simple

*
l\*rha|>s it may lie tliou^j^lit that in the case <»f .soiiml its

identity with vibnitions inav l»f nioie easily realizeil. lUit I nut

it to any one to whom tlu* liallehijah Clioiiis utters the j»»y i>f

heaven, or fitr wlntni a .scuiata of i>eethoveu"s j^ives a vuiee l»> the

uuutteialth', can he make it seem real to liim.self that his mind is

invaded l>v mere air waves .'
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sensation has nothing to tell us about its cause, except

that it is not ourselves, physical research, so far as it

has gone, gives us a cause which is not only nothing

like the effect, but totally inadequate to account for it.

Science has brought us into the cloud, and this is very

different from the vision that prompted our voyage of

discovery. But we cannot stop here
;
and science or

something else will ultimately take us through to the

other side.

Physical research boasts its dependence on observa-

tion, which is only another word for the industrious

and accurate employment of the senses. And its

history has been to a large extent a process of correc-

tion, ever approximating to, but, in the nature of the

case, incapable of attaining absolute truth. If then

the last correction has given me a system of molecular

mechanics, have I not a right to speculate on the

probability of some further correction still ? My
simple senses, for instance, tell me as T look down the

road that there is a figure in a red cloak half a mile

away. Dr. Tyndall's much more subtle perceptions,

aided by prisms, electric lamps, screens, and I know

not what, enable him to correct the simplicity of my
sensations, and to assure me that, whatever may be the

case with the fio'ure and the cloak, the red colour is

certainly not half a mile away, but here only, in my
eyes or in my optic lobes. He further corrects my
observations, if I rightly understand him, by informing

me that the presence of this colour here is due to the
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existence of molecules there which vibrate in such a

fashion as to absorb the violet and gold rays while

they repel and reflect the red. And, still farther, I

learn that the medium of communication between me

and those distant molecules is an attenuated "jelly,"

called ether, which is so extremely subtle that it per-

vades all substances, and Avhich is liable to vibrations

of a stupendous and unimaginable velocity. It is all,

then, a matter of molecules. The cloak, the ether, my
retina, optic nerve and lobes—all are reduced to a

system of molecular machinery so devised as to reflect,

transmit, or receive vibrations of matter which run

throu^-hout the whole chain.

Now, I do not in the least dispute the correction. I

am unable to carry out the investigation for m3'self ;

but I am perfectly satisfied with the evidence of

eminent men, that when my rough summary of sensa-

tion is closely examined, other phenomena unobserved

by me are discovered, and that these at length reduce

themselves to phenomena of molecular agitation.

Farther, at no point in this chain of vibrations, not

even the point most deeply buried in the brain, is it

possible to conceive this molecular agitation converted

into anytliing other than material movement, or resis-

tance to movement. Let any one in thought follow

up the ethereal vibrations to their last flutter in the

inmost recesses of the brain
;
and let him try to form a

clear idea of what happens there. It is useless to say
that he will not try; that it is a mystery which ho
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leaves alone. Because in the very act of refusing, he

does conceive the chain of vibrations to come to a dead

stop, and something infinitely different, utterly incom-

mensurahle with them to take their place. For my
part, having submitted so far to the teaching of

physical philosophers, I am constrained to go farther,

and admit, that to my mind, material movement can

produce nothing but material movement
;

that the

feeling produced by molecular vibration must itself be

a form of molecular vibration
; and, in fine, I must

concede to Professor Huxlev, that "
thouo-ht is as much

a function of matter as motion is." But then the

whole significance of the concession depends upon the

meanino- that we attach to the word 'matter.'

For if anv one should straio-htwav convict me of
"
oToss and brutal materialism," I would hez him to

remembej" that tliis conclusion is only an approximate

correction of the A'ao-ue notions with which we beo-an.

My ''simple senses" informed me incorrectly about their

method of operation. They told me of a red colour

half-a-mile distant across a vacant interval. But the

more cultivated senses of scientific people, aided by
delicate instriunents, resolve these appearances into

phenomena of agitated molecules. I am thankful for

the correction
;
l)ut if too much should be made oi

these molecules, I have a right to urge that there is no

fin.ilitv here. This correction mav need correctinoj;

and these vibrating molecules may turn out to be

something: very different from what thev seem. In
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fact, they must do so
;
fur the common notion enter-

tained of them, even hy some scientific men, compresses

a whole world of absurdity and contradiction into every

point of space. But if so, it is conceivable that tlirough

the word " matter
"

in the above assertion of Professor

Huxley's, we may find an issue into the clear upper air

beyond the cloud of materialism.

Let us try to tliink what we mean by matter, or at

an}^ rate what Ave suppose ourselves to mean. When

speaking above of the clock, and of the absence of any
information in sensation itself as to the nature of its

own cause, we observed that to most minds touch

would seem to be an exception to the other senses, and

to give an immediate perception of its cause. The

reason is that impenetral,)ility and matter seem almost

conveitible terms. But let us ask what we mean b\'

im])enetra]jility. If I tliuni]) tlic table at A\'hich I am

writing-, sometliini^ resists me, and my fist can i-o no

farther. If I ])ush an oar through water, I feel the

.'^ame thiuLf in a less dei-ree ; but the water as a mass

is certainly not impenetrable. If I wave my liaiids in

the air, I experience a slight di.-turl>ance around them,

though there is no sensible impediment to their

iiio\ement. But of coin"S(,', the propeity of impene-

tral»ility belongs to all tlnt'c fbrms of matter alike.

Tlie only difl'erencc whieli we recognize, lies in the

degree of ])Ossiblc Hux or mol»ility characterizing tlie

molecules in relation to one anotlier. Thus tlie tablr

is so compact tliat no pai t <•!" it w ill piTci-pt ibl\ ni"»\f
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out of the way to make room for my fist. But water

and air are so constituted, that the parts which I push

jaeld their place with more or less readiness to make

room for me. And why do they move away ? The

property of impenetrability supplies the reason
;
be-

cause no two particles of matter can occupy the same

place at the same time. In the mass all matter is

penetrable ;
for the table, or for that matter solid stone,

would yield to a sledge-hammer or a saw. But still

no part of the hammer or saw would ever occupy the

same space as any portion of wood or jstone at the

same moment of time. We shall get a better notion

then of the one property generally regarded as essential

to our hypothetical
"
matter," if we call that property,

not impenetrability, but the exclusive occupation of

space. Besides, the former term prematurely raises

the question as to the nature of the difference between

the plainly penetrable mass, and the supposed impene-

trable molecule
;
while the exclusive occupation of

space is a notion which we easily attach to all

quantities of matter, great or small. Extension or

occupation of space is in fact the only property which

Descartes allowed to be essential to matter. And

extension of course implies exclusive occupation ;
for if

two portions of matter could be packed into space of

the dimensions of one only, it is clear that one of

them, or portions of each would occupy no space at all;

that is, would lose the essential property of matter, or

in other words, would be annihilated. While, there-
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fore, various kinds of matter may differ iii shape,

colour, weight, smell, taste and feeling, everything

which can be regarded as matter at all, must occupy
some space. Descartes went farther, and maintained

that all space was occupied by matter of some kind,

or in other words, that matter was infinitely extended.

And it must be confessed that the progress of astro-

nomical discovery has gone far to confirm his view.

For, to say nothing of the revelations which more

powerful telescopes have made of the unimagined
vastness of the universe, the vibratory theory, which

best explains the phenomena of light, and also the

slow retardation in the movements of the heavenly

bodies would certainly imply the existence of subtle

ether diffused through space.

Assuming then that the one essential property of

matter is its exclusive occupation of space, we have to

choose between two alternative opinions, one or other of

which is absolutely involved in the definition we have

thus laid down. For matter must be either continuous

and <livisible beyond any conceivable limit, or it is

atomic, that is, composed of indivisible particles with

void spaces between them. The former view was

ostensibly held V)y Descartes; but as, according to him,

matter and space are inseparable if not itlentical, it is

possilile he may have anticipated more completely than

we have thought the modern method of expressing

idealism in the terms of materialisni. 'Die atomic

theory is, I suppose, more generally held in our own
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day. Yet it is easy to show that as an explanation of

the ultimate nature of the external world both views

are equally untenable, inasmuch as they land us at

once in absurdity. And the contradictions which ensue

are quite sufficient to prove that we have made a

mistake somewhere; most probably in the value we

have assigned to matter. For instance, the familiar

})henomena of expansion through heat and contraction

through cold are quite inconsistent with any possible

modification of Descartes' theory of the inseparability

of matter and space. We must all agree that if a bar

of iron is lengthened by heat to the extent of a quarter

of an inch, it is not by the creation or generation of

new iron for the purpose. Or if the bar be contracted

to the same extent, it is still certain, on this theory,

that every point of iron which had occupied a point

of space before must occupy an equivalent point of

space still. It is impossible therefore to avoid the in-

ference that some indefinitely minute constituent

portions of the iron must be driven oft' one from

another, or compressed together in the act of expansion

or contraction. Of course Descartes provides for this,

bv the inftux or efflux of a subtler form of matter,

which occupies or vacates the interstices of the iron

according to the presence or absence of heat. But, to

say nothing of the impossibility of allowing that on

such a theory any difterences of density or rarity can

exist, it is clear that if heat be a mode of motion, as is

now universally believed, tlie above exphination ceases
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to be an explanation at all. For the agitation of tht^

pai'ticles
in the iron must be communicated to the (so

called) subtler matter which enters its pores. This

matter also must be expanded l)y the heat; and then

what is to fill the interstices which are thus occasioned?

A still more subtle matter? But then the same ob-

jection 'would apply again, and so on adj wfinitum.

Farther, on this theory, according to which matter and

space are inseparable, differences of density would be

impossible ;
and if so, whatever value Descartes'

magnificent cosmological dream may have for as-

tronomers,—and for aught I know it may yet super-

sede the common notions of 2,Tavitation,
—at anv rate

his notion of matter, unless it is capable of that

spiritual interpretation above hinted at, is quite incon-

gruous with the uses to whicli he puts it. For in a

universe, such as he conceived, of continuous and in-

finitely extended matter, the only possible motion was

vortical
;
'because that is the oidy motiuu whicli does not

re(iuire any point of matter to move out of the way of

any other
;
and this, as every point of infinite space was

already exclusively occupied, would of course have been

impossible. But when he proceeds to evolve out of

tlies(3 vortical m<jtions tlie complex movements and

myriad forms of the actual world, he handles matter as

an idea only, witliout any regjird to the mechanical con-

ditions he has laid down. For, to build up his world

1»»* requires three different kinds c^f material; one

sort consistin;^ of matter in its ori'dnal state
;
a second
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formed of finer elements constituted by the attrition

of the vortices, and finding their way to centres, where

they are gathered into orbs of light or the candescent

germs of planets ;
and a third kind arising out of the

accretion of these finer elements into coarser particles,

which, being thrown out to the surface of each fiery,

revolving mass, are either dissipated, and return to

their original state, as at the surface of the sun
;
or

revolve in dark clouds which are hardened into a

solid encasement, as in the planets. His endeavour to

show how these different kinds of material would be

ground out and assorted in the revolutions of his

vortices is no doubt a wonderful efibrt of imagination ;

yet the very notion of particles, to say nothing of their

finer division, or coarser accretion, is quite inconsistent

with the continuity of matter. For particles imply

division, and division means discontinuity. Again the

degrees of tenuity or density, for which Descartes'

theory provides by the pulverization or accretion of the

vortical matter, are a contradiction to the fundamental

assumption of the inseparable conjunction of matter

and space. Take, for instance, his idea of the accretion

by pressure of his most subtle and luminiferous par-

ticles. This either means that those particles were

squeezed closer together so as to adhere
;
or it means

nothing. But since they were already in actual

contact, each point of space being occupied by a point

of matter, the supposed process is simply inconceivable.

The subtlest ether, if it is continuous, occupies the
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whole of the space in which it lies
;
that is, there is no

point of the space which is not occupied by a point of

matter. But the hardest iron or steel can do no

more than this
; and, therefore, on such a theory, it is

impossible to give any account of its superior density.

The more favoured doctrine in modern times, how-

ever, accepts the other alternative mentioned above
;

and teaches that matter is ultimately constituted of

minute indivisible particles, which are separated one

from another by spaces immeasurably small, yet still

definite and real. The attraction or repulsion of these

atoms between themselves is supposed to explain the

phenomena of chemical combination. Their agitation

in their narrow orbits constitutes heat
;
the repulsion

occasioned by this agitation explains expansion ;
and

the same agitation, if sufficiently intense, may be

communicated to the atoms of the ether, thus creatinf;

light. There is, of course, very much to be said for

such a theory. In particular the doctrine of chemical

equivalents, and the curious fact that when bodies unite

in more than one proportion these proportions rise

by exact multiples of the first, would certainly appear
to point to the atomic theory in some form. But in

what form ? That is precisely the (piestion at issue.

When I find that Nitro<:jen beinic Ik the successive

proportion-s of Oxygen wliich will unite with it are

<S, l(j, 24, 32 and 40, I confess it apparently goes far

to justify my saying that one atom of Nitrogen may
unite with one, two, three or UKue atoms of Oxygen.
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That is, there seems strong reason for believing that

the force or forces represented b}" the name Oxygen
must ultimately be distributed at a number of definite

centres, which, as a matter of fact are never, so far as

we know, disinteo'rated. But Avhen molecular chemis-

try undertakes to say what those centres are, and

assures me that they are hard little kernels of a

substance fundamentallv different from, and incom-

mensurable with the life which is the only mode of

being that I certainly and directly know, then I must

beo' leave to demur. I mio-ht do so on the o-round

that the physical philosopher is here asserting what

he cannot possibly know—pi^ecisely the crime which

he is alwa3's imputing to Theologians. But I go

farther. I say he is asserting what is absurd, un-

thinkable, impossible.

For in the spaces between these ultimate atoms,

there exists either some matter supposed to be more

subtle than the atoms, or absolutely no matter at all.

If the former alternative be taken, this is simply the

continuity of matter over again. Every point of

space is occupied by its own point of matter, which

positively excludes any other from occupying the same

space. The atmosphere in the interspaces therefore

must be equally dense with the atoms which they

surround, and the distinction between them disappears.

But if there is absolutely no matter between the

atoms, then all their effects, one upon another, must be

exerted across a void—that is, through a medium of
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nothingness ; or, in other words, the presence of force

does not necessarily imply the presence of matter
;
and

the only reason for assuming the latter as anything
different from force is given up. The size of the

interval makes no difference at all to the aro-ument.

"Whether that interval be the 92-billionth of an inch, or

the 92 million miles, or thereabouts, between the earth

and the sun, if force can pass through, that is, can

exist in, a space absolutely void of all matter
;
then the

inseparability of matter and force is altogether given

up. Yet the only reason for our belief in any matter

different in substance from the subtle essence of our

own consciousness is an inference from the presence of

force, and from its apparent distribution at definite

centres. Force, it is argued, must be exerted by some-

thing, and must act upon something. Very true
;
but

if you infer from this that the presence of force

implies always the presence of a sustaining material

substance, the one essential quality of which is the

exclusive occupation of space ;
then T say your own

atomic theory contradicts you. I put before you the

concef)tion of two atoms; and I draw round each of

them a circle. These circles touch at the middle

point between the two; and I ask you what exists

there i On the theory, you are bound to reply,

notliing l)ut force. If tlie atoms repel each otlier,

tlicir contnuy forces meet licic ami struggle liere. If

the atoms attrjict each other, the attractive force of

eacli meets here and lays hold of that of the other.

D
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Now, if force can exist here, at the tangential point of

the two circles, without any matter at all in which it

inheres, why is not the same thing possible at the

centres as well ? <

It has been acknowledged that the atomic theory, in

some form, is plainly suggested by the phenomena of

chemical proportions. But at the same time, when

this theory takes the materialistic shape which we

have repudiated, it becomes manifestly inconsistent

with the very phenomena which suggested it. For in

this view, the only difference between a mixture such

as air, and a compound such as carbonic acid or water,

consists in a greater or less degree of contiguity be-

tween atoms which can never coalesce. Now, atoms

ranged side by side, or in groups, must exert each its

own independent force
;
and it seems inconceivable,

that in this way two substances—like oxygen and

hydrogen
—could produce a third so utterly unlike

both as water. While, if we might be allowed to

think of our atoms as others think of the interspaces ;

that is, if we might be allowed to regard them as

simply the elementary phenomena of force, the notion

of any absolutely exclusive occupation of space is unne-

cessary. We may suppose these centres capable of

wholly interpenetrating one another, and of thus pro-

ducing an entirely new mode of force, or, in common

language, a new substance.*

^ There is a very curious and iiiterestiug letter oii this subject

by Prof. Faraday iu the PhilosojMcal Magazine for Feb. 1844.
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But I am very far from suggesting that we can find

in mere force, as commonly understood, an adequate

.solution of the m3"stery of matter. For our notion of

force seems to be engendered partly by our own sense

of effort in muscular exertion
; partly also by our

imao'inative treatment of the resistance which our

efforts encounter in surrounding objects. We first of

all impute to the external movements which resist

or overcome us somethinij: like the " nisus
"

realized

in ourselves
;
we then associate the idea with all

observed sequences ;
and finally,

—I am speaking of

course, not of any individual experience, but of the

genesis of the notion,—finding that the certainty and

unfeeling regularity of these sequences appear to

exclude the immediate action of will or conscious

puri)ose, we aljstract tliese, and there remains the

really irrational conception of unliving effort, a nisus

which involves no endeavour, a law which enforces

itself We sliall never find the inmost shrine of exis-

tence in tlie presence of an idolon like this. I do not

in tlie least deny the reality of f^rce, any more than

that of a substantial external world. But I maintain

that both f(>rces and forms, so far from lending them-

selves to "gi'o.ss materialism," i-ather fascinate us with

their shadowed hints oi' a mystery behiiul them Itoth,

far iiiiLrhticr tlian our will, ami I will tlare to ad«l,

more keenly living tlian nnr lite.

Some' of the threads which \\ii\\\i from manv a

ragged end of thought in the present essay we shall
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endeavour to take up hereafter. Meantime we have

seen how that strange, keen evanescent spark of Hfe

which burns within can play as fantastic tricks with

sordid surroundings as the gleam of a torch with the

shadows of a cave. The soul is creative in very early

days ;
and whatever it may gain from the outer world

it returns a hundi^edfold in the dreams and affections

and ideals which it projects. Objective circumstances

there must be, to awaken the energies of the soul.

But those cii'cumstances, when association has en-

deared them, are no longer merely a blank array of

mechanical forces. They are enriched and brightened,

irradiated with many an eloquent suggestion of half-

forgotten joys and sorrows, which are the result of ex-

perience, indeed, but an experience in which the

elaborating and transforming powers of mind play far

the largest part. But when the leaders of modern

thought, tired of the bewilderment in which poetic

sentiment and mystical imagination ended, abandoned

all assumptions and set themselves to note precisely

what could be seen and felt and heard, with a \dew

to marking the connections between phenomena thus

ascertained; it seemed to many that the d&js of

mystery and romance were gone, and that the grand

invariable order revealed must compel the dethrone-

ment of will and spirit and life beneath the apathetic

rule of mechanical law. Yet increased powers of ob-

servation showed the hardest external facts to be

merely a series of dissolving views. In geological
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perspective granite mountains melted into a fiery

mist
;
to the astronomer's eye the steadfast order of

the heavens became an unbeginning and endless

evolution; and all the once inscrutable wonders of

light and heat and organic life, followed up with eager

determination, were lost in the infinitesimal vibrations

of a molecular world. Is this the end ? Do we not in

the emotional, imaginative, and moral wealth of

human life, get out of the universe immeasurably

more than can be potentially contained in mere

mechanical movement ? Granting the formal coiTect-

ness of every result, have we not to correct some

fundamental error in the significance we assigned to

the original terms of the problem ? If self be living

and not-self dead, we are brought to a dead lock. But

if the life, in which we come to know ourselves and

the world, embrace both self and not-self too; and if

the uhimate elementary })henomena of nature be the

simplest subjective forms through which the objective

j)hase of Universal Energy is translated into our con-

sciousness
;
it may be perfectly true that the reality of

existence is inexpressible ;
but worshi}), spiritual asj)ir-

ation, and that loyalty of soul to Infinite Power which

is the true essence of faith, are still, and nuist be for

ever, the noblest energies of man.

It is impossible to justify, as I ho|)e to do hen-after,

the view which 1 would venture to take ol" the bearing

of these conclusions on the future of religion. If by

substance we mean that whieh is and must be, then we
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know that life is
;
but we do not know that anything

else is. And the phenomena of the physical world are at

least conceivably explicable on the hypothesis of ulti-

mate centres of energy ;
which centres may, for aught

we know, be, to our consciousness, the elementary

phenomenal definition of a universal spiritual Power,

Life we know ; Force we feel
; nothing more. The notion

of a dead substance is an idolon of sense, engendered by
the resistance of phenomena to our will. For we cannot

help feeling that immateripd angels,
—if we may be

allowed the conception,
—or any forms of finite con-

sciousness, if they were made by Infinite Power ta

move, or have tlie idea of moving, in definite paths,
—•

say in straight lines or circles,
—would inevitably

think of the limiting forces about them, as solid walls

shutting in their wa3's. And so, it may be that the

physical laws which bound the efi'orts of our will

engender in our minds the notion of a dead substance,

foreign to, and incommensurable with, spiritual being.

Farther, if this notion, when closely examined, turns

out to be not only incapable of proof, but self-contra-

dictory and absurd, I am not much troubled by the

impossibility of propounding, at present, on the basis

of a spiritual substance, any comprehensive and en-

tirely adequate theory of the universe. Nor do I

share the sublime indifference of
" know-nothino-s

"
in

philosophy, for whom the end of inquiry is the demon-

stration of ignorance, and who, like the disagreeable

operative in
" Hard Times," are perpetually remarking
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that existence is
" aw' a muddle." I know that I live

;

I am sure that death never engendered life. That I

move in the midst of a world which is not myself, hut

infinitely greater and better than myself, I am com-

pelled, whether I will or not, to believe. I only resist

the invasion of that divine world of w^ill, feeling,

beauty and power, in which I live, and move, and

have my being, by the spectre of a dead abomination

which is entirely the creation of false inference.

If we can prove nothing, we can at least disprove

what threatens the annihilation of faith. True, the

faith that we save may be no sectarian's creed. Yet

surely it is something dearer far to every sect alike
;

the loyalty of the soul to that inspiration from the

Unsearchable, which is the ultimate motive power of

progress. What, then, I gain by the view for which I

earnestly contend is this : that no material phenomena,

be they what the}' may, can shame or fright those

sentiments of Divine Life and Love which are en-

gendered throuiih the heart. All forms of finite exist-

encc may, for aught I care, be reduced to modes of

motion
;
but motion itself has become to me only the

phenomenal manifestation of the energy of an infinite

Life in which it is a joy to be lost. To me the doctrine

of an eternal cuntinuity of develoj)ment has no terrors;

for, believin;r matter to be in its ultimate essence

s[)iritual, 1 see in every cosmic revolution a "
change

from glory to glor}', as by tlie S[)irit of the Lord." 1

can look down the uncreated, unbeginning past witli-
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out the sickness of bewildered faith. I want no silent

dark eternity in which no world was; for I am a

disciple of One who said, "My Father ivorheth hitherto.''

My sense of eternal order is no longer jarred by the

sudden appearance in the universe of a dead, inane

substance, foreign to God and spiritual being. And if,

with a true insight, I could stand so high above the

world as to take any comprehensive survey of its

unceasing evolutions
;
here a nebula dawning at the

silent fiat "be light," there the populous globe, where

the communion of the many with the One brings the

creature back to the Creator
;
I am sure that the one-

ness of the vision, so far from degrading, would un-

speakably elevate my sense of the dignity and blessed-

ness of created being. I have no temptation, therefore,

to join in cursing the discoverer who tracks the chain

of divine forces b}^ which finite consciousness has been

brought to take its present form
;
because I know he

can never find more than that which was in the

beginning, and is, and ever shall be—the "
power of an

endless life."

Finally, the strange tearful longing with which the

heart is touched by the majesty or tenderness of nature,

finds, on this view, not only a worthier, but a more

real explanation than is possible on any other. Music

is no longer mere inanimate air
;
mountains no longer

heaps of stupid stone. The vibrations, whether of air

or ether, are to me but the form in which the power

and s^mipathy of creative life are phenomenally mani-
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fested to me, as the ripple lapping on the sand brings

near the ocean beyond. For, if the earth were only-

spiritless matter, and our bodies are only spii'itless

matter, while the soul is something imported into

them for the purpose of galvanizing them into seeming

life
;
then surely there is neither reason nor signifi-

cance in the power which is exerted over us by
natural scenery. I remember standing in the land of

^dl liquid splendours
—Norway—beneath a glorious

waterfall, where the mountain weaves out of ten

thousand tons of water a fluttering veil to deck its

rocky hardihood with intangible grace. I see the

sinuous motion of the rocket-like patterns which shoot

downward over the airy texture. I mark the diamond

spangles which work strange wonders with the simple

sunbeams. I hear the crash and shout that greet the

rocks belovv. I watch the headloni:^ rush of the tumb-

ling billows,—like madness, like mirth, like laughter,

like rage,
—

uttering all human passions with the voice

of a thousand trumpets in the leap from tlie crag to

the lake. Is there not Romethini,^ of a universality,

an infinity here, which at (mce baftli's and fascinates

the mind ? Why do your eyes fill with tears as you

gaze? and why is your heart drawn out with un-

utterable desire ? ^^^ly do you turn back again and

a^'ain, as thou«rh it were better to plunire into the wild

water and bo dissolved in its great joy than to pass

;iway and foriret ?
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Why ? I turn to where a mountain flower trembles

tearfully in a cranny of the rock. Mechanicall}^ my
hand is raised to seize it

;
and there float into my

mind the words—
" Flower in tlie crannied wall,

I plnck you out of the crannies
;

Hold you there, root and all in my hand,

Little flower
;
hut if I could understand

"What you are, root and all,
—and all in all,

—
I should know what God and man is."
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THE PHILOSOPHY OF IGNOEAXCK

Arguments such as that of the preceding essay are

commonly met with the remark, that they prove too

much for the purpose of those by whom they are most

frequently urged. It may be easy to shew that the

notion of a material substance, as commonly under-

stood, involves self-contradictory absurdities
;
but the

substitution of centres of force does little to enli£,diten

us. Nor is the suggestion of a Universal Life a spell

sufficiently potent to clear up the mystery of existence.

For if by Life we mean Mind as known to us, Mind,

whose consciousness is generated by experience of the

contrast between self and not -self, we are s])cedily

landed in contradictions, compared with which even

the atomic theory is rational and consistent. To talk

of an Omnipresent Mind seems very mucli the same as

thougli we were to speak of a Universal Man,—an

idea whicli indeed some profess to entertain ;
])ut

which, when the limitations necessarily involved in
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personality are remembered, is seen to be no more

rational than the notion of an infinite triangle. Of

course, if we choose to attach to the word infinite a

modified significance, and consider it as meaning

greater than an}^ known quantity, in that case we

may speak of infinite mind, and of infinite triangles as

well
;
but the latter would hardl}^ be a more incon-

gruous conception of the plan of the universe in space

than the former would be of its ontological essence.

But if, on the other hand, in suggesting a universal

Life as the substance of all things, we do not mean

mind as we know it; is not the phra>se an unnecessary

and deceptive substitute for the Universal Unknown ?

Such, at least, are some of the objections most likely,

to occur to many who would readily agree with the

main argument of the preceding pages,
—

objections not

so much against the reasoning as against its useful-

ness; protests, not against the destructive analysis,

but against the constructive theory hinted. The in-

tangible mystery which hides the essence of matter

would be granted ;
but it would be insisted that the

real issue is simply a despair of any knowledge beyond
that of phenomena, with their relations of co-existence

or 'succession.

On the other hand, there are always those who too

readily imagine that when the professed knowledge of

their opponents turns out to be ignorance, their own

ignorance is thereby proved to be knowledge. For to

their thinking, contending schools of philoso2)hy are
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like children playing see-saw at opposite ends of a

plank, so that whatever depresses the one necessarily

exalts the other; whereas the true point of analogy

may be only this,
—that both extremes are supported

by the same plank, and when this breaks both alike

come to the ground. Atheistic positivism and theo-

logical dogmatism, though they are at opposite poles,

go through the same motions. Each rests on a mis-

taken interpretation of human nature
;
and each is

weak through a defective philosophy of ignorance.

The object of the present essay is to shew what is the

relation of the views advanced concerning the mystery

of matter to both extreme positions ;
and also what

seems to the writer the true bearini]^ on reli^^'ious faith

of any fair appreciation of man's inevitable ignorance.

In pursuit of this purpose, we shall endeavour to find

out, first of all, in what direction the Unknown lies,

and Ijy what faculties we approach it nearest. We
shall then be al)le to shew that the nature of our

ignorance is itself suggestive, and makes a way for the

practical power over our hearts of a mystery tliat

is confessedly unknown. We must leave to future

pages any indication of tlic manner in Asliicli tliat

practical power lias been, and may continue to be, the

most })eiieticent and ennobling inlluence in the history

of man.

Speaking generally, the attitude of contemporary

science im])lieM a strong confidence tliat the whole

a})[)arent universe is linally intcrpretable in terms of
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two ultimate phenomenal categories,
— matter and

motion. And this attitude is supposed, for the most

part by unfriendly critics, but occasionally by physic-

ists themselves, to be equivalent to the assertion of

materiahsm. Now, it is not very easy to define

materiahsm. But what I understand by it is a system

of thought which assumes that, at any rate if we could

carry our inquiries far enough, the universe is finally

explicable on mechanical principles. Or, if this de-

finition be erroneous, it may safely be assumed at'the

outset, without danger to the following argument ;

because if mechanical principles are not supposed

finally to explain the world, materialism also has its

fundamental mystery, which is by hypothesis not

mechanical, as otherwise it would be explicable. And
it is with this fundamental mystery that the philo-

sophy of ignorance has to deal.

But assuming for a moment that there are extreme

materialists, who would avow the position just defined,

it is clear that this is something very different from

any demonstrable conclusion of science. For it is one

thing to say that special and complex phenomena may
be interpreted ;

that is, may have their laws of coin-

cidence and succession stated in terms of more general

and simpler phenomena. But it is altogether another

and a different thing to say that these latter are the

final and only reality involved in existence. If I have

a complex algebraical equation presented to me, in-

volving several unknown quantities ; by a sufficiency
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of mathematical skill I may shew that it is ultimately

reducible to terms of x and y. But that would not at

all show that the significance of the equation is merely

alphabetical. The values of x and y may be at present

unknown, and are perhaps undiscoverable
; yet this

umch, at least, is known,—that those values represent

much more than the printed signs. In the complex

problem of the universe, matter and motion are our

X and y. But those only can be called materialists,

who say that these terms have no further significance,

oY that they are of such a nature as to exclude the

possibility of any transcendental value. It is against

this i^osition that such arguments as those already

advanced ai-e usually urged by the adherents of a

spiritual philosophy. And though the result, if any,

as yet established, amounts sim})ly to a demonstration

of ignorance ;
it is an ignorance welcome as the vast-

ness of an unknown sea in the <larkness of the night

to the mariner who, when apparently driving u])on

an iron-bound coast, is suddenly whirled by a strong

current througli narnnv straits into deep unsounded

waters Ijeyond.

Indeed, there can be little doubt, thougli the issue

is not usually seen by religious ])eople, that the estab-

lishment of the ultimate substantiality of atoms, or

the proof of any theory wliich should give to the im-

penetrability of matter more than a phenomenal and

conditional value, would necessarily l»e fatal to any

spiritual idea of the universe, and must logically involve

£
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atheism. For, taking the words "matter" and "spirit"

in their ordinary conversational meaning, there are

four theories as to their relations, one of which must

needs be adopted, because they exhaust the possi-

bilities of thought on the subject. Thus, (1.) we may

regard matter and spirit as two separate and distinct

substances, capable of mutual relations, but entirely

incommensurable. This is the popular view,—tolerable

only so long as the word substance is loosel}^ under-

stood. But (2.) we may suppose spirit to be a gene-

ralization of certain phenomena of matter
;
or (3.) we

may treat matter as a phenomenon of spirit. Finally,

we may insist (4.) that matter and spirit are equally

phenomenal manifestations of one unknown sub-

stance."^

* By matter, in the ordinary use of the word, I suppose we
mean whatever is cognizable by the senses, or would be so if

their susceptibility were sufficiently inci'eased. Molecules and

atoms are not separately perceptible ;
but it is supposed they

would be so if sight or touch were sufficiently acute. The lumi-

niferous ether is not cognizable except in the form of vibrations

of extreme intensity. But the material conception of it neces-

sarily implies that if susceptibility of touch were indefinitely in-

creased, ether might be (in a so-called vacuum, for instance) at

least as palpable as air is now.

By spirit, again, in ordinary speech, we mean the mode of

existence which is directly perceived in consciousness, apart from

any intervention of the senses. The difference between the

words sjDirit, mind, and soul, according to general usage, is aj)-

parently this,
—the first suggests merely the notion of immaterial

existence, while the second calls up more distinctly certain



II. THE PIITLOSOrnY OF IGNORANCE. G7

Of these positions, the first alone necessarily involves

the metaphysical idea of creation, that is the production
< >f a positive something out of absolute nothingness ;

and this, which is its chief i-econmiendation to those

who think the life of Christianity to be essentially

Lound up with a pseudo-ontology, forms its hopeless

condemnation in the eyes of most others. No one

would now pretend to believe in the eternal existence

of two fundamentally different and mutually ex-

clusive substances. If therefore matter and spirit are

erpially substantial, and ultimately different in essence,

one of them, and necessarily that one which is

supposed to be in itself inert, must have been created

out of nothing. But not only is such a conception,

a,s has often been shown, incapable of realization in

thought ;
it is, so far as it can be represented at all,

inconsistent with devoutest Christian feeling concern-

]xj\ver.s of that existence,
—as perception, judgment, ttc.

;
and

the third presents immaterial existence as the essential germ of

individual cliai*acter, and is therefore peculiarly connected with

religious {us.sociatious.

Force is a sort of amphibious word hoveriug between spirit

and matter ; but Jis its meaning to us is detenuined bv the view

which we atlopt concerning the relations of these two, no dis-

<ussion of it is necess;iry in this i)lace.

It is difficult to say what is usually mt-ant by substance. It

ought to mean, as Spinoz;i says, that, the conception of whicli

does not need the conceptioji of anything else xxa its cause
;
iu

fact, that wliich is its own t-xplanation. Uoughly, it is taken to

mean something wliich satisfies us, wlien our analysis ivaches it,

that there is nothinii else inside of it.
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ing the relation of the creature to the Creator. The

time is sui'ely now gone by for insisting that rightful

Christian sentiment on such a subject must needs be

conformed to the records of an ancient Hebrew

generation. The happy spiritual influences which we

trace up to the religious life of that divinely-gifted

people are indeed of priceless value. But the questions

which perplex modern faith would have been to them

more impossible of apprehension than their unpro-

nounceable shades of guttural aspiration are to us.

On the other hand, in the history of the Church, those

most sacred records which perpetuate, not theological

wi'angies, but phases of divine life, show that apostles,

saints, and poets, have joined in ascribing to God

alone true being and essential substance. From St.

Paul who proclaimed to the Athenians that in God
" we live and move and have our being," to Wesley
who tauo'ht his conoTes^ations to sino'—

"
111 Thee we move ; all things of Thee

Are full Thou source and life of all,

the language of devotion has always been more or less

inspired by a mystic sense that the creature exists

from moment to moment only by the continual

exertion of divine power. But such a feeling is

entirely incongi^uous with the attribution of any essen-

tially separate being to the creature. Yet what we mean

by substance, so far as we mean anything at all, is that

which has its being in itself, so as to need no further
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explanation. Now, whatever may have been the case

with meta})hysical theology, the language of the most

fervent piety has always, by a true inspiration, denied

thisto everything l)ut God. And therefore the existence

of more than one substance, in any true sense of the

word, is opposed not only to sound philosophy, but to

devout feeling.

This conclusion can only Ije evaded by the self-

contradictory supposition of two different orders of

substance, the one being eternal and self-s.uT>sistent,

the other de})endent, and conditioned on the existence

of the former. But of course this is only a disguised

denial of any real substance, except that which is

eternal. For that which subsists in something else is

phenomenal, not sul)stantial at all. On the creation

theory, was matter at its first appearance an aildition

to the sum of being or was it not? If it was,

then thonL>]i by the hy[)othesis it was called into

existence, and can be ])ut out of existence by an

almighty fiat, yet between tin- two periods of

creation and annihilation it stands l.y itself, an«l has a

beiuiT which is not in Crod, but is beyond and <listinct

fioni the divine nature. But such a thought is not

only inational : it is impious. Foi- it attributes to the

creature that niajesty of essential I5t'ing, which, as in

the names "Jehovah" an<l "I am," tie- tlevoutest hearts

liave always re<ranl«'d as the suideme attribute of

et« riwil (lod alone. But if, on tlie other hand, mattei- at

its first aj>pea!'anc(; was not an addition to the sum of
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being, then it was only a different mode of that which

existed before
;
and though new phenomena were

manifested, no new substance was created.

My object now is not to suggest what our true

position with regard to those unanswerable questions

should be; but only to show that the ordinary notion

of creation, instead of being essential to Christianity,

is really inconsistent with its spirit ;
and that religion

has no interest in maintaining, what science and

philosophy unite in condemning as irrational and

absurd. But whatever view be taken of the interests

of religion, no one, who with any discernment watches

the signs of the times, can possibly suppose that the

dooma of creation out of nothin o- will lono- survive

the establishment of scientific doctrines like those of

"
continuity," or the correlation and conservation of

forces. Ever since the days of Anaxagoras and

Empedocles, the principle that out of nothing nothing

can be made has been felt by most earnest thinkers

to be a self-evident truth, which no hj^pothesis of

miracle can over-ride. But now scientific teaching is

bringing it home to every ordinary reader
;
and the

time is not far distant when all will acknowledge that

to say of the Eternal, to whom there is no before or

after, that He made the earth out of nothing is as

much a contradiction in terms, nay, is precisely the

same contradiction, as though we should say of any-

thinc'- that it is and is not, in the same moment

of time.
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Yet the impossiVjility of maintaining this theory, if

indeed that can be called a theory wliicli is a mere

expedient of thought, should not be any grief to the

religious sentiment. For the deepest instincts of that

sentiment point in a far different direction. The case

however becomes very much more serious, if the real

issue is the adoption of the second opinion mentioned

above—that what we call mind is phenomenal, and

only matter substantial. The form wliicli this view

generally takes at the present day is the atomic

theory concerning the ultimate constitution of the

world
;
a theory which was conceived long ago in the

fruitful womb of Greek antiquity ;
which was chanted

forth with strange wild beauty by the portentous

genius of Lucretius
;
and then slumbered in compara-

tive neglect for more than a thousand years, until a

Manchester chemist declared it the master-key to the

mystery of matter. Tlie convenience of this atomic

theory as an expedient of thought has been fully

admitted in the previous essay, where I have also

insisted on the ignorance wliicli it veils. And they,

who think that little is done if only ignorance is

established, would do well to reflect on what, if it

were anything more than an exptMlicnt ot" thought,

the theory would really mean.

It is not often that any definiU' and real issue

aris(.'.s in the so-called conflict between reliirion and

science. l''<>r Oeology, IMiysiology an«l Historical

Criticism have threateuetl or destroye<l oidy particular
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forms of religious opinion ;
while they have set the

spirit of religion free to keep pace with the larger

generalizations of modern knowledge. Thus the

conflict has been very much in the nature of a sham

sieofe, in which the garrison attacked makes a show of

resistance only for the look of the thing ; or, it may
be, in ignorance of the real designs of the besiegers ;

but speedily throw open their gates to those whom

they secretly know, or in time discover to be, of

friendly inclination, and possibly powerful allies. But

in regard to the question of Avhich we are speaking

now, the issue is real, sharply defined, and unalterably

fixed. If the atomic theory is true in the sense that

matter ultimately consists of indivisible, incompres-

sible, indestructible, unchangeable particles, which

not only have no farther interpretation, but need

none
;
then materialistic atheism is inevitable

;
and

this great world, which seems like a grand beautiful

creature, instinct with unutterable life, is dead and ice-

cold at the heart. There is no avoiding this conclusion.

For the theory would make the elementary atoms of

matter to be true substance, in the sense that they are

the ultimate reality underlying the appearances which

make up our experience. And inasmuch as the

creation of anv true substance out of nothing is not

only inconceivable but self-contradictory, these atoms

must necessarily be conceived as eternal. I do not say

that they are so conceived by all those who believe in

them
;
for science and philosophy do not always go
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together. A man may Le an atomist, and also

at the same time a very devout worshipper of God.

But that is only because he fails to apply to his

final analvsis of matter the insio-ht or the careful

thought which has made that analysis possible. Foi-

if the ultimate atoms are real substance, it follows

that they are the only substance in the universe
;
and

God, if there be a God, is like ourselves a concourse of

molecules, with attributes resulting solely from their

action and re-action. Indeed, the old Epicureans con-

sistently regarded their otiose deities thus, as beings

elaborated out of the most subtle elements, and

necessarily mortal when the gi-eat cycle of the ages

leads back to chaos again. But for the modern mind

no God can be wi'ought out thus. And equally in-

tolerable, because absurd, is the notion of two diverse

substances alike eternal. God thi'refore must be

ini})0ssible except on the hypothesis of creation out

of nothing, a notion which no one can really hold,

or even think he holds, except at the cost of abnegating

the very laws of th«)Ug]it wliich make any notions

possible.

It would be out of
]>lac('

in an essay like tlie

present to enlarge farthci- upon the untenable char-

act(?r of this doctrine of creation. To anv one who

has Mr. H. S|)encer's "First Principles" at hand, it

would be needless or else useless. But if tlieie are

those who fancy they can conceive tlmt (1<m1 was alone

in His essential bein'c !'»>' aii eternitv, and that then
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"
in a moment, in the twinkling of an eye

" He called

forth a new substance which was not contained in the

resoiu'ces of His nature
;

if there are those who think

that Infinite Being could keep a corner in the uni-

verse for something which is not itself; if there are

those whose faith contradictorily demands that matter

should have its being in itself and not in God
; they

must at any rate acknowledge that the dogma of a

creation out of nothing is left more and more in those

unvisited wastes of unlovely sediment which mark the

receding tide of thought; just as impracticable mud-

banks make lonely deserts in an emptied estuary.

And if the atomic theory in its materialistic realism

be maintained while the impossibility of creation is

felt, blank Atheism is inevitable.

Of course if Atheism be the final issue of legitimate

thought we are bound to acquiesce. But the doctrine

of Philosophical Ignorance has at least this value
;
that

it shows the course of thought just glanced at to be

essentially illegitimate, inasmuch as it utterly trans-

cends our knowledge. The fond idea that the sub-

stance of the world may be tracked to its indestruc-

tible elements in atomic points of matter has been

shown, by the contradictions in which it lands us, to

be an enthusiastic delusion of minds intoxicated by
the rapidity with which vista beyond vista is opened

through the phenomenal world by the talisman of

science. But the arguments of which a brief summary
has been given show, with a force amounting to de-
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iiionstration, that at the end of the farthest perspective

which microscope or telescope aided hj imagination

can give, we are still in the dreamland of phenomena,
and that the elements of our ultimate analvsis are, like

our first impressions,
" such stuff as dreams are made

of" This conclusion does not in the least invalidate

the reality of the external world. As I shall endeavour

to show in a succeeding essay, we believe in that be-

cause we cannot help it
;
because a predisposition t* >

distinguish under the influence of various impressions

between self and not-self is a constituent element of

our nature. And obedience to that predisposition is

strictly an effort of faith, of loyalty to the harmony of

thinf^s as we find them
;

l)ut it has no o-rounds what-

ever in logical proof, and, if possible, even less in any

discovery of the actual substance composing the

external world.

The case then stands tlius. There seems to be con-

siderable reason for l)elieving that the whole pheno-

menal universe may be ultimately (not explained but)

expressed in terms of molecular mechanics. So much

light may be translated into so many \ibi-atiniis of

ether; so much ht-at into a crrtain amount of agitation

amongst the molecuh'S of the heated mass
;
so much

eht'mical action signifies thr transition of atomic com-

binations fi-oni one state of apparent (M|uilil»riuni t«>

another; and even so much thought nu-ans a possibly

a.scertainabl<' amount of disintegration in the tissues of

tile bi-jiin. This miinitf inechanical action is of two
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kinds
;
molecular disturbance as in heat, and atomic

re-arrangement as in cliemical action. If then by some

surprising refinement of scientific appliances we were

enabled to watch the ultimate atoms in their gyrations ;

and some enthusiastic physicists have believed this

possible ;
it is supposed by many that we should have

pierced to the secret of the world. But to say nothing

of the alternatives of continuous or discontinuous sub-

stance, either of which has been shown to be impossi-

ble
;
to say nothing of the dissociation of matter and

force which the atomic theory pure and simple first

denies and then is compelled to assert
;

it is clear that

this dance of atoms, which we are asked imaginatively

to observe, is as purely phenomenal as those grosser

forms of which it is the last analysis. It is only to

sie:ht that it could even conceivablv be manifested.

But sight being the compound result of a conjunction

between subject and object, we should have no right

whatever to take that conscious impression which

arises out of a relation between the two, and to assert

that this represents the object pure and simple. What

that o]:)ject is essentially in itself, when dissociated

from the reaction of the subject upon it, would be just

as unanswerable a question if we could look at a

molecule, as it is when we look at a mountain. All

om' knowledge of the former, as of the latter, must

consist in the mental impressions which it might make

upon us. And if we tried to identify the cause of

these impressions with a material basis or residuum
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unconditionally cliaraeteiized by impenetrability, we

should be immediately involved in contradictions which

would prove the whole course of our reasoning to have

been a mere argument ad ahsurdum In the i)hysical

universe the indefinitely gTeat and the indefinitely

little alike have a background of unexplored and un-

searchable infinity. And the whirl of atoms, could it

be made discernible, would be like the march of the

stars, a vision of glittering points which, Ijy their

ineffectual light, only awaken the dim consciousness

of an unutterable abyss.

Thus we disi)Ose of the second hypothesis mentioned

above concerning the relations of mind and matter.

It is impossible to maintain that mind is a mere

phenomenon of matter, Ijecause all we know al)Out the

second is given us in forms of the first. For our

world is made up of conscious impressions, some of

which seem to arise s])ontaneously within us, we know

not how
;
while (jthers we are compelled to regard as

occasi(jned (lirectly by something outside ourselves.

Then classing togethci- all the latter imjjressions we

call tlieiii the' material world. But wlien we ask what

that something is, which makes these imj>ressions

upon us, we are compelled to ackncjwledge that we do

not know, and have no means of ascertaining, any-

thing at all al»out it, except the fact that oiir conscious-

ness is atiecte<l by it in one wa\ or another. A hast\

glance is corrected )>y an attentive examination; tliat is,

the impressions olitained i»y the latter are more distinct
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and congruous than those obtained by the former.

Aided by a telescope or microscope, we get more

numerous and detailed impressions. However far this

process were carried out, even to the molecules or

atoms themselves, still our gain would consist solely in

more particular mental impressions. And any definite

hypothesis which we may form as to the substantial

outward cause of this mental experience lands us at

once in absurdity. To say, then, that mind is a

phenomenon of matter amounts to much the same as

saying that mind is a phenomenon of x, which no one

need be concerned to deny. Who shall say that x is

dead and not living 'i Philosophical ignorance at least

makes determined Atheism impossible.

It might be argued indeed that all the real meaning
of Materialism remains

;
because this does not signify

that we know what matter is, but only that the

phenomena which we call mind are uniformly

associated with phenomena which we call matter, and

so associated that the latter always precede the

former. This, however, is an argument with which

we may deal better presently, when we consider

the fourth and final hypothesis that may be held

as to the relations of mind and matter. Mean-

while it has a certain bearing as against the third

possible position, according to which it might be

maintained that matter is a phenomenon of mind.

By this is not meant here the pedantic and paradoxical

notion that there is no real existence outside of self;
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but simply the idea that true substance is of the

nature of mind, and manifests itself })henomenally in

matter. It is obvious however that such a state-

ment has no definite meaning. It does not C(mvey

nearly so clear an impression as d(jes the atomic

theory. We can certainly form a conception of little

incompressible points of matter endowed with forces

of attraction and repulsion. But when we try to

think of mind as the substance underlyino- all

])henomena we are at a loss. We recur instinctively

to our own ex})erience, and try to think of our (nvn

minds as the substance })henomenally manifested by
our bodies. The attempt however is in vain. For

both body and mind ])resent themselves to us as a

series of impressions ;
and though we distinguish these

impressions as cori)oreal and mental, it is im})ossible

to regard the one set as more or less ])henomenal than

the other. What we mean Ijy our hands and feet is a

certiiin set of visual and muscular feelings which

ex})erience associates together. And if we try to

realize what we mean by our mind, we call up a series

of vague meminies strung toguthur by a scnso of

identity in the living susce})til)ility to which they

hav(; appealed. ]>ut these memories and that seii.se of

identity an* manifestly (juite Jis phenomenal as the

other impressions which \\e call hands and fuel.

There is only this to be said, jteihaps; that this scn.«?o

of identity ftssures us in a dim snii ..f way <'f some

reality immediately buneatli it, whieh reality amnot
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be presented in consciousness, precisely because it is

not phenomenal, but hyj^o-plienomenal, and suggestive

of substance.

No mystery of the external world can be compared
for intensity of interest to that which every act of

reflection presents to us within. The command " know

thyself" is, notwithstanding the grim laughter of a

great philosophical humourist, most truly the voice of

heaven. For that which forms the fascination of this

inward pondering is no mere arrogant assumption that

our personal life is the central and supreme existence
;

l)ut rather the feeling that the deepening darkness,

with which the eye of reflection struggles, is the portal

guarding the infinite reality of being. And never

are we so humbled, never so utterly overwhelmed

with adoring wonder, as when we recognise the vast-

ness of the abyss beneath, into which our trembling

spark of consciousness scintillates with rays at once so

eager and so brief When astronomy and geology

unfold to us the enormous tracts of space and time, if

they touch us with awe, they also excite an exhilar-

ating pride in the intellectual force which has made so

small a creatui'e as man master of so gigantic a vision.

In some dark moods, indeed, looking to the stars we

may think them

"
Innumerable, pitiless, passionless eyes,

Cokl fires, yet with power to burn and brand

His nothingness into man,"

But such moods are for the most part slwrt-lived.
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And while they last it is reflectiou, not observation,

which gives them all their power. The question, What

am I ? is pressed home by the "
pitiless, passionless

"

persistency with which the stars shine on, for ever

compelling consciousness and thought. Meantime the

eye is not in reality turned upward, but downward,

and beholds the heavens reflected on_ a deeper abyss

within. So the midnight sky seen pictured in a deep

lonely mountain tarn, has something weird about it,

which is never felt in the broad expanse above. In

oui- more familiar contemplations of nature, the be-

wilderinii- multitude of livino- forms, and the enthrallincc

per[)lexity of the problems they suggest, may at times

strike us with a sense <jf despairing impotence : but

more often they dazzle us with the endless possibilities

of knowledge; and kindle to an ecstacy tlie keen

individuality, which, like the electric spark, glows in

the converfjence of C(jurtictiiii; streams of force. Past

history, which is a sort of generic memory, affects us

perhaps in some aspects with the mingled patlios and

wonderment expressed by Augustine in liis "Confes-

sions,'' when meditating on the identity of his lialt-for-

gotten .self We speak of man, not men; man, who knows

nothing of his birth, and catches only doulttliil glimpses,

liair recollection, half iniagination, of his vani.shed

childhood. And always tis he grows in knowledge,

power, and mastery of the world, he iussumcs vaster

proportions in our view of the insoluble problem of

existence. i>ut yet when our cont»'mplation is out-
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ward only, untouched by the shadows of the mystery

within, we are too prone to swell with pride in the

accumulated mental wealth which is ours. As some

luxurious heir of struggling forefathers might survey

from a turret of his own erection the dominions

they had won, and wrapping his soft garments about

him congratulate himself on the happy chance which

had dropped him on peaceful times
;

so we " the

heirs of all the ages
"

learn but little reverence or

loyalty to eternal Power through gloating over " the

march of civilization."
"
Knowledge puffeth up," says

St. Pa.ul; and the knowledge he meant was surely this

hard objective knowledge which does not feel how

near our consciousness is to the infinite unknown.
"
If any man thinheth he knoweth anything, he knoweth

nothing yet as he oi'ght to knoiv it!'

It is when a man tries to know himself that he is

brought most directly face to face with the mystery

of life. And as Socrates supposed the oracle to have

declared him to be the wisest man in Greece, only

because he alone knew his own ignorance; so perhaps

we may believe this voice,
" know thyself" to be an

oracle of heaven, because by the effort of obedience we

are soonest convinced, noo onlv that we ourselves are

" unknowable individuals," but tliat much else is un-

knowable besides. And never is humility, sacred

lo^^alty, or even true knowledge possible, until we feel

how our relationship to the unknown pervades every

act of consciousness and observation. Let any man
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ask himself what he means by that little monosyllable
"

I," the most intense, and most undefinable of words.

And while the one side which is defined l>v the

ap],)arently sharp l)Oundary of the senses may seem at

first sight clearly marked enough, the merest t}TO in

thinking must feel that the other and inner side, so to

speak, has no Ijoundary; but is shaded gradually off

into depths which consciousness cannot sound. Again,

the limit that seems so clear gives a negative definition

only.
" I am not wliat I see,

And other tlian the things I touch."

In other words, I am all that is left after subtracting

the not-me, or what strikes me as such, from the sum-

total of perceived existence. But no definition can be

satisfactory \N'hich is not positive as well as negative.

For indeed it is not so much what I am not, as what

I am, that I want to understand. Now, just in ])ro-

j)ortion to the intensity of the etibi-t with which I try

to realize myself ])Ositively, I find my field of inward

vision receding from the shining barriers of the senses,

and becoming more and more lost in the gathering dark-

ness ]>eyond which nothing but infinity can lie. Tliere

is no hard and fast line here. I am dimly aware of some

depth below consciousness, out <.>f wliicli consciousness

emerges, like shapes that rise through a clear deep sea,

now dreani-likc in thiij- shadowy outline, now more

tfingibly distinct, then suddenly Hashing into the

upper light. But wlimce they spring I eannot tell.
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M}?' deepest self is beyond luy sounding-line. Or we

may put the same exj^erience in another way. I may
say my positive notion of my personal self is this, that

I am all that I realize directly without the intervention

of eyes or ears, or other avenues of external perception.

Of course, apart from the .past awakening and educa-

tion of consciousness b}' perception this would be

absolutely nil. There would be nothing to realize.

But this consideration does not in the least interfere

with the distinction between that which I now realize

without any direct intervention of the senses, and the

new impressions which I continue to receive through

them. The question then occurs, ivliat do I thus

realize I And I find the answer to be a more or less

confused medley of reproduced impressions, which have

come in formerly through the doors of sense, and

seemed to have passed into oblivion
;
but which ever

and anon return, sometimes through obvious association

of ideas, sometimes with apparently spontaneous

suddenness. Within the curtain of the eyelids, in

utter silence, the ghosts of forgotten sights and sounds

and feelings flit, perhaps in an order marshalled by

imaginative purpose, perhaps in a chaos growing more

and more fantastic as the will subsides in sleep. Here

then is the domain of my personal life. This is my
first positive conception of myself.

But on reflection, this is not enough. For I am surely

more than a bundle of old memories. In fact, I

must be
;
for the memories change, while I recognise
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in self a continuous identity. No doubt the flickering

forms and colours, the fugitive snatches of thought, are

inseparable from that consciousness which feels its own

identity beneath them. But inseparable though they

be in fact, they are yet as really distinct therefrom as

are the flitting figures of the camera obscura from the

canvas which sup|)orts them. True, I cannot prac-

tically abstract those reproduced impressions, and

realize my mind as a blank. But still, when I try to

form a positive conception of that self in which

personal identity consists, I am obliged to admit that

to this true self those fleeting impressions are but

chanii:eful accidents, no more essential to it tlian wind-

breathed ripples to the sea. I am compelled then, in

theory at least—theory which means a beholding of

the truth,—to abstract the changeful contents of the

mind Ijefore I can get that positive conception of which

I am in search. T do not want the pictures ;
I want

the material on which they ai'e traced. I do not want

my thoughts ;
I want myself Eyes and eai-s, and all

the senses being closed, what is that w hicli sustains

and frames the accidents of iniaL,nnation and memory?
We are now, 1 liojn*, in a position to estimate

the significanc(^ of the hint given above* as to

the oflice ol" reflection on self in the genesis of

the idea of substance. For. asking oursolv(»s wliat

is meant by self, we get oui* answer in tlie tbrm

of a vague series of memories oi- impn-ssions, strung

* Sec- i)|.. 71), 80.
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together by a sense of identity in the living suscepti-

bility to which they have appealed. That those

memories or impressions are phenomenal only is

perfectly clear. Then, abstracting these, we have left

only a background of continuous susceptibility, con-

cerning which nothing articulate can be said, except

that it generally maintains its own -identity under every

variety of impression. But farther, the consciousness

of identity, although it necessarily involves and suggests

a substantial and constant background, is itself pheno-

menal also. Nay, like all other impressions, it may be

lost through disorders of the mind. I do not believe

that it disappears in sleep.* But it would appear that

cases do undoubtedly occur in which the continuous

sense of personal identity is lost. Nay, people have even

been known to live in alternate periods two separate

lives. And in such cases the memory belonging to

each life has passed over the period occupied by the

other, as thouoh the latter had been an utter blank.

The patient, after a crisis, would not recognize any

identity with the self of yesterday; but the self of a

month ago, which yesterday seemed to have been

utterlv effaced and annihilated, would now rise ao-ain

and assert an unbroken continuitv with the self of to-

day. The sense of identity is therefore, it must be

confessed, like all other feelings, phenomenal only.

But I urge that it necessarily suggests to us some-

* There is no really dreamless sleep, and we always keep our

identity in dreams.
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thing beneath consciousness that is not phenomenal

only, but real and substantial. True, when in fixed

and determined reflection we try to grasp that hypo-

phenomenal reality, we lose ourselves in darkness;

but it is a darkness that opens out into infinity. For

no distinct boundary can be discerned to limit our

personal life on the inward side; and, however deeply

we may reflect on that constancy in variation which

makes our identity, we are always dimly aware of a

lower depth, which, while it is continuous with our

consciousness, is utterly beyond sounding or measure-

ment. Thus we get an idea—vague, it may be, but

unsi)eakably impressive and real to those who feel the

ultimate oneness of all existence—of a measureless

ocean of living energy, which rolls its tide, as it were,

into the little creek that is bounded by our senses,

there to take the form of finite personal life. This

flowing tide ripples on the .shore of the objective world,

and toys with pebbles, and drinks the scent of flowers;

but, behind, is the bi-oadenino; flood whicli widens out

])eyond vision or sounding-line into the inconceivable

grandeur of God.

No doubt there are those who, witli a set of anato-

mical diagrams, W(juld speedily cut short any such

speculations on the mystery of mind. In their view

thu only substance which can underlie the sen.se of

pei*sonaI i<lentity is a tissue of brain molecules. ImiI,

having already dwelt on tlie impossibility of regarding

mind as a pln-nomenon •»!" matter, I \sill only a«ld that
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this sense of ideotity presents special difficulties to

such a view. For it is obvious, from the constant

disintegration of tissue involved in mental opera-

tions, that the identity which we feel does not

depend upon the identity of molecules in the brain
;

as they are continually clianged. It must therefore,

according to this view, depend upon the continuity

of the vibrations, or other physical affections, which

are handed on from one o-eneration of molecules to

another. But, apart from any disputes as to the sig-

nificance of the word "
matter," it must be clear that

when identity depends, not upon the sameness of

material molecules, but upon similarity in their modes

of motion or other affection, this is an identity which

has no existence whatever luiless in a percipient

subject. For the affections are similar, not the same
;

and it is only by meeting in the same subject that

they can excite the sense of identity. Indeed it will

be found that every attempt on purely materialistic

grounds to account for the feeling of personal identity

labours under this inconsistency, that, after denying

everything but a succession of brain molecules with

similar affections, it always proceeds on the assump-
tion that there is something to recognize the similarity—an assumption which it is the express aim of the

hypothesis to eliminate.*

* Let us keep these two elements of the i)rohlem carefully iu

view—the changing molecules on the one hand, and the similar

affections on the other. Now, it is clear that a repetition of
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I maintain then, that the idea of a substratum of

brain tissue is wholly inadequate to account for the

mysterious phenomenon of conscious identity amidst

various impressions, and continual disintegi'ation of

organic matter. But if I may use words which, I

acknowledge, are at best indefinite and shadowy, we

similar alfectioiis cannot be felt as continuous unless they affect

the same subject. A schoolmaster passing along a row of boys,

and giving to each a smart rap with a cane, excites similar feel-

ings in each
; but, certainly, no continuous feeling. To secure

this, all the raps must be concentrated on one boy. In the same

way, we can imagine similar physical affections—modes of motion

or otherwise—handed on from one generation of brain molecules

to another; but the subject being changed, there can be no con-

tinuity of impression. The brain tissue which, eight years ago,

received and recorded the perception of a beautiful landscape in

a distant land, has left behind it other tissue similarly impressed.

Hut personal identity implies something that knows the impres-
sions to be similar, and connects the present faded memory with the

thought of a former vivid vision. Or, I may be imperfectly re-

minded by an occurrence to-day of something that I experienced
ten ye.ars ago, and have never thought of since. Now, granting that

the law of jussociatiou acts by some excitement of contiguous nerve

matter in the brain, there is not a particle remaining of the

brain which I had ten years ago. T will n«»t disjtute, what is

exceedingly |)rolxible, that the cellule, or wliatever it might be,

wliieii recorded that old experience, transferred its inscribed

impression to its succeH.sors without any con.sciousne.ss on my
part, lliit, when the voice of to-(lay agitates tlie latest edition

of that cellule, and brings its record to light, there mu.st be

Hoinetinng wiiich knows the age of the record, and which. gt)ing

b.ick ten years from the present moment, not only recognizes an

identity between the original and the reproduced impre.ssion,

but also knows that there is an im|H'rfection in tlie reconl which

now f.innot be made good. What is tliat Honu'thing I
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may conceive a true spiritual substance to be so con-

ditioned by those forces which present themselves

objectively to the anatomist in the phenomena of the

brain, that it is largely dependent upon them for the

form it takes as a personal life with an individual

character. Nor ought these cases of double identity to

which reference has been made to be any objection to

this view. To make the sense of identity possible

there must be an abiding substantial life. But that

life being dependent for self-consciousness upon the re-

action of those external forces which we call the

material world, any abnormal action of these forces, as

in diseases of the brain, may ver}' well occasion dis-

turbance in that sense of finite form and personality

which it is their office to oive.

The result of this somewhat dio-ressive, but not

irrelevant discussion may be summed up thus:—It is

impossible to maintain, while assigning a clear and

usual meaning to the words, that matter is a

phenomenon of mind. For the only significance

we can attach to the word mind, or even to the vaguer
term spirit, is that of a variet}^ of fleeting images and

feelings, hovering over a dark background, in itself

an utter blank, but which when broken by these

images and feelings gives the sense of identity in the

subject of which tiiey are passing affections.* Now it

* It is not intended here to ignore the peculiar phenomena of

desire and will. But whatever their peculiarit}" may be it does

not raise them out of the category of phenomena.
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is impossible to dispute the phenomenal character of

mind in this the ordinary acceptation of the word. Even

of that dim backo-roimd where the sense of identitv

broods, and where we have a tantalizing a})prehension

of some ultimate reality, all we can say is that it inevi-

tably suggests to us a mysterious depth out of which

our personal life emerges. But all apprehensions, all

suggestions, however mystically indefinite, are yet, so

far as they make any im]n-ession on consciousness at

all, still as much phenomenal as the phosphorescence

of the Sua, or the zodiacal light. And no labour of

thought, no steadfast contemplation, can yield us any-

thina* more than such evanescent fleams from an

underlying unknown. Nay, were we to emulate the

prolonged agony of introspection, attributed to

Indian mystics, we should gain nothing but a loss

at once of the world and self, tlie blurring of all out-

lines into a fatuous indistinguishable chaos, which

must subsitle into injine darkness. Nevertheless, this

exercise of reflection brings us to the shores of the

infinite mystery 1y a shorter nnid than an}' speculations

on the outer world. And any man who feels how

his sjt.irk of c(jiisciousness burns u|ion the bo.som

of iinnjensity, fed )>y energies which stream momcn-

tiirily IVom unfathomable .sources, must surely have

the Ijauiitinir sense of some tianscondcnt Whole,

of whi<-h lie is :in inliniU'simal part. Thus the

oracles tliat imiiiiiur tVoni i\\r abyss within pix'pare

us t<» int<'ipirt the dream^ «•!' p«>i'tiy and the liints
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of science concernino- the ultimate oneness of all

thino's.

It is time now to turn to the only remaining

alternative mentioned above concerning the relation-

ship of spirit and matter. For since it is no longer

possible to regard them as distinct and independent

substances, and since, as we have seen, they are

insuperable difficulties in the way of our thinking

either to be the phenomenon of the other, we are

forced by the necessities of thought to betake our-

selves to the only hjq^othesis left, and to look upon

both mind and matter in all their forms as phenomenal

manifestations of one substance equally underlying both.

It is likely enough, indeed, that by some this

necessity of thought would be denied. Why use the

word substance,
—
they would ask—Avhen what you

mean is the neo'ation of thouo*ht ? We recooiiize—O O O

they would urge,
—

equally with any adherent of your

dreamy philosophy, the entirely phenomenal nature of

our sensations and reflections. We know that every

sensation, when analyzed, resolves itself into something

different from what it seems; and chano-es Proteus-like

its forms as it flies before the searching microscope or

scalpel. We are glad to hear you acknowledge the

same to be the case with every form of consciousness

as well. But now, why should we trouble ourselves

about anything more, when you confess in effect that

the realms of knowledo^e can be extended no farther ?
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We agree that our knowledge is phenomenal only ;
hut

we altogether deny the necessity for making any

assumptions with regard to unknowable substance.

Such is in reality the positivist attitude. It is a mis-

take to regard positivism as necessarily materialistic

in the ordinary sense of the word. For what is

generally meant by materialism involves a theory

about matter as the ultimate basis and explanation of

everything. But to positivism, properly understood,

such a theory is entirely foreign, and indeed hostile
;

for its strength lies in its acceptance of all phenomena

distinctly realized, without making any attempt to

give an ultimate account of them. Impressions, and

the classification of impressions it knows; but it abjures

all desire to know anything more. Substance, cause

(in the ordinary sense), the absolute, the infinite, God,

are therefore to the positivist perhaps venerable idola,

interesting and pathetic monuments of liuman illusion,

but nothing more. Now it always seems to me that

this attitude of min<l is connected with a defective

appreciation of the true philosophy of ignorance. And

a more particular e.xplanation of tlie reasons for tliis

observation will lead the way to tlie final results of

til is essay.

It is one thin<r to know of a fact, and another an<l a

very difterent thing to know n.bt>at it. In the tii*st

cjtse, 1 may be very certain that the fact exists; l»ut

because I do not know its nature or relations, that very

cerbiiuty e.xcites in me the sense rather of ignorance
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than of knowledo-e. In the other case, when I have

been enlightened to any extent as to the nature and

relations of the fact, my attention is so concentrated

upon the change from obscurity to distinctness, that I

am conscious rather of knowledo-e than of ioiiorance.

Thus, when on a dark night, I am suddenly aware of

an object some few yards off, concerning which I can

form no opinion whether it is a bush, or a group of

men, or a heap of stones, the sense of ignorance

awakened bv it is much more strikino- than the

knowledge which I realize. If however a flash of

lightning shows me that it is a heap of stones in the

middle of the road, I seem to mvself now to know all

about it. In reality, I know very little more than I did.

I am still quite ignorant of the nature of the stones,

of the purpose for which they were placed in such a

position, and of much else on which I should begin to

speculate if I suffered my thoughts to dwell upon the

subject for an}" length of time. But, at the moment,

the chano'e fi'om obscuritv to distinctness is so marked,

that my knowledge is more apparent than my ignor-

ance. It is obvious then that io-norance does not

always mean that we know absolutely nothing. It

may mean that we know something in such a manner

as to excite a sense of ig-norance rather than of

knowledge. And this is true, not only in cases of

obscure presentation to the senses, such as in the

instance supposed above, but also in cases where the

existence of an object is necessarily implied in legiti-
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mate processes of thought; or, in other words, where

its non-existence is unthinkable.

Tliere is an ignorance which consists in the total

absence of any conscious relationship between the

mind and the ol )ject concerned ;
as if we should say of

a baby that he is ignorant of the Emperor of China.

Here there is absolutely no relation in existence such

as that of subject and object. But there are also

cases in which iiiuorance means rather the indefinable

darkness that han^-s over the bounds of thoui>ht, a

darkness which does not diminish the cei-tainty, but

only obscures the nature, of some vaguely presented

reality. Such ignorance has in it a positive element.

It is not the mere ne<:(ation of thought. It does not

(M)nsist in any uncertainty whether in that impene-

trable darkness somethinf^ or nothing^ exists. It

consists rather in the impossibility of definite thought

about something, the non-existence of which is yet

even more unthinkable.* For instance, it was im-

po.ssible for the ancients to help thinking that there

must ]je another side, or, at all events, an end somehow,

to the Atlantic Ocean. Thcv rnii^ht indL'cd refuse to

consider the subject at all. ]>ut if they did think

about it, tlieir very ignorance contjiined w positive

element, the as.sertion of the existence of sometliini;,

the nature uf which they did not know. That there

must be s<jme other side to the apparently boundless

*('f. Mr. llnlKit Si)oncer'8 "First IVincipIe.s.'- Cliapter iv.

particuhuly, pj), 94-li7. Tliiid Ktliti«»ii.
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water was a positive necessity of thought. That other

side might be only the sharp edge of the world over-

lookino- the infinite void
;

it mio-ht be the blessed

Atlantis ; it mioht be an iron barrier frownino- down

the presumption of adventurous mortals. But this

very ignorance of what it was set at work a law of

the mind which concentrates attention on unsatisfied

thirst for knowledge ;
and contained an assurance of

the certain reality of something, the nature of which

was unknown. On what does the world rest ? asked

the Hindoo pupil. On a white elephant ;
answered the

teacher. And on what does the elephant stand ?

pursued the scholar. On the back of a great tortoise
;

replied the philosopher. But what does the tortoise

stand on ? persisted the inquirer. Here, however, the

line was to be drawn betvv^een ingenuous receptivity

and impious presumption. Yet the very cessation of

thought along such a line necessarily implied the

reality of some final support for the world. The pupil

did not know what that was
;
but his very sense of

ignorance carried with it an assurance that the thing

he did not know really existed. And he was right.

He was indeed utterly wrong as to the particular form

in which the universe satisfied the necessities of

thought. But that something existed, which justified

his irresistible certainty ; or, in other words, that the

stability of the world was maintained by something

much more fundamental than a great tortoise, was per-

fectly true
; though hoiv it was true he could not know.
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Similarly our ignorance of wliat underlies phenomena
is only another name for the necessity of thought

which obliges us to believe that sonudlthifj underlies

them. Thus the earliest races, of whose emotions in

contemplation of the heavens we have any trace,

rejoicing in the bright blue canopy above them,

imputed to it by a sublime instinct an expansive life,

and called it Dyaus, the Shining One. But the

Hebrews, the very intensity of whose religious life

narrowed the area of their world, exr)lained the reason

of the appearance to be a sap])hire vault, which

sustained the burden of an unknown ocean above.

Now when such explanations were felt to \)Q irrelevant

or contrary to fiict, it was impossible for the human

mind to rest satisfied with the appearance itself as its

own ex}»lanation. There must be some reason under-

lying it. And here again the ignorance associated

with wondt'i- was also an assertion of the adequAcy of

the cause for wonder, if only known. So, when

we are told that underlying the a})pearancL' are

innuinerable infinitcsimMl particles suspeiuh^tl in the

air, which are a<'it{ited bv the smallest and most rajiid

vibrations in tlie ether, so that tliey ])ropagate as from

fresh centres the lilue rays of light, we feel tiist a

.^onso of intense satisfaction, anii tlien a ficsh acc(»ss of

loii<»"in'f desire f'»r farther knowK'<l<je. For intinitesi-

mal |>articles tossetl ]»y impinL,nng waves of ether may he

fairly reirarded as an iiitiTestiui; stji«'e in the reduction

of this ])art of the universal problem; but t«» think of
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it as the final stage is simply impossible. Whence

is all this endless eager movement ? How is it

generated and how for ever sustained ? The sun may
seem an exhaustless reservoir of force

;
but it is not

infinite
;
and how are its energies renewed ? I may be

told that its energies are slowly exhausted; and that the

Titan is not now what he was in the days of his youth.

Yet the universe is never exhausted. The fires that

pale in one centre of power burst forth afresh in

another.
" The Everlasting fainteth not neither is

wear}^" And even if the stars too wither like leaves

of the forest, yet Eternity never loses one pulse of

enerofv, but for ever sustains undiminished the wealth

of power which is now beating in waves of light on

the firmament above. It is impossible, therefore, to

arrest thought at the limit which the science of the day

prescribes. Every profounder interpretation of ap-

pearances awakens thought of yet another depth

below
;
and unless I am prepared to treat apparent

existence as merely illusive and dissolving views of an
" unsubstantial pageant

"
I am compelled to think of

some ultimate reality instinct with immortal power,

of which all that I see and know are so many frag-

mentary gleams. To tell me then that I do not and

cannot know what substance is, that I never can

know anything but phenomena, neither convinces

me of illusion, nor drives the thought of ultimate

eternal reality from my mind. My ignorance is pre-

cisely of that kind which asserts its own object. The
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more I reflect upon my impotence to grasp substance

or conceive its connection with phenomena, the more

assured I feel that every passing phase of existence

testifies to some abiding reality.
" Since the only possible measure of relative validity

among our beliefs," says one of the gi'eatest among
modern philosophers,*

"
is the degree of their persis-

tence in ojjposition to the efforts made to change them,

it follows that this,"
—i.e. the consciousness of

absolute being
—" which persists at all times under

all circumstances, and cannot cease until consciousness

ceases, has the highest validity of any." Similarly

that, to which every process of thought leads up, and

before which no resting place is found, must be a

reality. We are sure of the being of ultimate sub-

stance
; thuUL^h we do not know about it. It must be;

or else all processes of thoughts are utterly untrust-

worthy. But when we try to convert this notion of

ultimate being into positive knowledge, that is, the

knowledge of ascertained relations, l)y rangnig it witli

familiar impressions which it resembles
;
we find that

it is foreign to thorn all, or at least only shows an

atlinity for the dim sense of something below tht*

surface of consciousness, and in which our personal life

is ruoUMl, Yet that dim sen.se is itself phenomenal

only. And so the notion of substiince, while its reality

is necessarily implicil in our ii^aiorancc. remains out.sidt»

the domain of knowle<lg«', a va.st slia<lowy rebuke t«»

* ^Ir. Herbert Spencer, loo. <.'it.



100 USSATS. 11.

the impotence of the finite mind, but a grand testimony
to our kinship with the infinite.

The same thing is true of that confused idea, if idea

it can be called, that inconceivable totality of existence

which the word Universe implies. How inextricably

intertwined are thoughts of true substance, and of the

all in all, has been already seen in the course of the

preceding observations. Those lines of Tenn^^son, in

which he hints that to know the inmost secret of a

little flower, would be to know both God and man, are

as profoundly true as they are exquisitely beautiful.

Yet, of that totality of things, as of ultimate substance,

all we can say is, that while it is necessarily and for

ever oittside the domain of positive knowledge, still its

reality is implied in our very ignorance. We know of

it, though we do not know about it. For the know-

ledge with which science is professedly satisfied, con-

sists in the reference of new facts to some place of

orderly relation to other facts, with the invariable

character of which we are already familiar. Thus the

physical philosopher works like a child with a dissected

map, who has a part already set together in orderly

arrangement ;
but who has around him many other

ragments, the proper position of which he does not at

once see. The child studies each of these, and experi-

ments with them, until he finds how they fit in with

the angles and curves of his uncompleted work, wliile

every portion brought into its place gives additional

gratification to his growing perceptions of the general
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plan. So the knowledge of the man of science consists

in the distinctness and orderly arrangement in his own

mind of a number of familiar facts. But scattered

around him are many fragments of knowledge yet to

be fitted in to that inward system which represents to

him the outward order of the universe. Each of these

fragments has to be studied, and made the subject of

experiment, until perceived points of resemblance

enable liim to refer it to its proper position. Now
what is the nature of the gratification that he feels

after every achievement of the kind ? There is

certainly a pleasure in the discovery of unexpected

correspondences, as, for instance, when it is remarked

that the prevalence of disturbance in the sun's photos-

phere co-exists with magnetic storms in the bosom of

the earth, and Ijrilliant auroras in the north. But

surely there is also a larger joy in the feeling of a fresh

approximation towards the inconceivable because

infinite unity, which constitutes the maze of worlds a

universe. Every brilliant point of knowledge, like a

torch in a fog, carries around it a halo of darkness

made ])crceptible, of conscious ignorance, which is

not so much a negation, as an assertion, of exist-

ences liitlierto unmeasured yet continuous with

those we know. And the whole city of science

witli its i)rilli;int lialls and ;^litterin«c ni.n-kets of

knowledge, lionlered by far-stretching, dimly-liglited

lanes, shows, like some illuminated town at niglit,

over-arched by the confused glare which gatheib
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up all separate lights to merge them in the glimmer
of an infinite beyond.

It is impossible then to exclude from thought that

universal order, that inconceivable totality of Being
in which our personal consciousness and all its little

knowledo;es are eno;ulfed. For thouo-h in its boundless

extension that formless idea surpasses all thought, its

unreality is utterly unthinkable; and there is a sort of

intensity about it which increases in a rapidly growing

ratio, with every fresh addition to the known domain

of law. It is, indeed, the transcendental goal of

physical science itself. Astronomy figures it in circles

of fire which widen out beyond all power of sight,

everywhere embracing one law, one order, one power,

one kingdom. Geology, by its very silence concern-

ing a beginning or an end, consecrates eternity, as

astronomy hallows space, with the shadow of that

unutterable Unity. Electricity, chemical action, gravi-

tation, magnetism and heat run into each other like

the notes of an endless fugue, implying one ground
tone which in the complexity of sound escapes the ear.

All radiant lines of knowledge lose themselves in the

same unapproachable light where the highest flights of

spiritual imagination culminate. And though words

fail where thought loses bounds
;
thouo-h everv emo-

tion excited by hints of this dread Unity subsides

into something like mute shame
; yet the spell which

is thus exercised over our souls is the inmost secret of

the joy we feel in all our largest contemplations of the
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worW. Substance ma}' be unsearchable; and the

divine universe is unspeakable ;
but the indefeasible

certainty of their reality is our nearest intellectual

approach to the One Eternal who draws us for ever

with a resistless attraction to worship.

We may frankly admit then, that both spirit and

matter, so far as they are presented directh' or

indirectly in our consciousness, are equally phenomenal
manifestations of an unknown and, in any strict

sense, an unknowable substance, in which all thinirs

are one. But our contention is that in this epithet
" unknown "

a possible fallacy lurks, against which we

should be on our guard. For our ignorance is of a

kind that would be impossible apart from the realitv

of that about which we are ignorant. The same

intellectual constitution which makes science possible,

the impulse to seek after the reason of things and

their completeness, implies in its very germ an already

existing, though inarti(-ulate, belief in ultimate sub-

stance, and in an infinite unity. Farther, the very

fact that our mental faculties cannot work without

suggesting this dim majesty wliich is beyond their

ken, compels a constant reference thereto, whicli, as it

is involved in the laws of thouirht, cannot ]>e without

practical import. This point cannot be cleared up

apart from the; doftrine of faith, to bo submitted in a

succeeding essay, which treats of the inherent pre-

disposition which impels human aspiration after the

eternal and complete. Meantime, while heartily
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acknowledging that far more is needed to give to

religion the glow of devotion, we insist only that in

the darkness which broods about the mysterious bases

of our own personal life, we attain at least such an

indefinite nearness to the substance of all being, as

forbids our thinking the latter to be a mere aggre-

gation of physical forces. The certainty that we

ourselves and all we see and know are "parts and

proportions of one wondrous whole
"
not only gives all

interest to knowledge and all sublimity to contem-

plation, but carries with it the assurance that the

Power in which all things are one, is not to be identi-

fied with any one of its manifestations; and in par-

ticular neither with mechanical force nor individual

mind.

Here we may conveniently recur to an objection

which we supposed to be made as to the value of our

conclusion that mind cannot be regarded as a pheno-

menon of matter. This objection was to the effect that

"all the real meaning of materialism remains; because

this does not signify that we know what matter is,

but only that the phenomena which we call mind are

uniformly associated with the phenomena which we

call matter^ and so associated that the latter always

precede the former."* Here, of course, so far as the

* P. 78. This is not what is usually meant by materialism. In-

deed, I do not see what object a man can have in calling himself a

materialist, unless it be to avow his belief that all phenomena,
mental or physical, are ultimately and adequately explained by



II. THE PHILOSOPHY OF lOyORAXCE. IQo

observed connection of matter and spirit is concerned,

is a mere statement of facts which every one is com-

pelled to acknowledge. But the statement is made in

such a way as to suggest a conclusion the grounds of

which do not lie within it. For it is tolerably clear

that the force of the objection lies in the suppressed

assumption, that we know more about the ultimate

meaning of pliysical phenomena than we do in regard

to those we call mental. Otherwise there would be

no point in the argument at all. Thus it amounts in

effect to this—that mind is no doubt a great mystery,

but we are sure it is never manifested except as the

result of the preceding physical phenomena, about

which we know at least this much—that there is

nothing underlying them except molecular mechanics.

Strike out the last assum})tion, and then what is the

objection worth ? Permit us to doubt or deny the

finality of molecular mechanics
;
which a true philo-

sophy of human ignorance not only allows but compels

us to do; and there remains to us just as before, the

possibility that in molecular mechanics we have only

the phenomenal mode in wliich eternally living

substance emerfjes into the world of sense, as or<'anic

or personal life. It is vain to insist that the beginning

uf liuniaii life, CMpially with the germinati(»n of a

luoleciilar inecliHiiics. But if he ailmits lliat lie does not know
what njoleciilcs are, nor wliat force

i.s,
lie nii;,'lit i\» well <'all him-

self a Hiiiritualirtt at ouce : i.e. one name is as a|>]»licable or

inaj»|»licaljle as the other.
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cabbage, present no sign of anything but molecular

changes. No doubt
; yet, as we have seen, molecular

mechanics regarded as an ultimate explanation soon

land us in sheer absurdity ;
and we are compelled to

regard the last results obtained in this direction,

either by experiment or by scientific imagination, as

the phenomena of a deeper reality. Suppose that

reality to be symbolized by life rather than by death
;

and materialism becomes impossible in any form but

one which might with equal propriety be called

S[)iritualism.

In the preceding essay on the "
Mystery of Matter,"

this association of true substance with life rather than

with dead atoms or mechanical force was treated only

as the one postulate of rational religion, the one

branch from the tree of knowledge by which, if there

were only a true prophet to use it with confident

faith, the bitter watei-s of controversy might per-

chance be healed. But we are now brouoht fece to

fiice with the inevitable objection that such an as-

sumption has nothing to do with knowledge in any

practical sense of the word; that, in foct, at best it

is only a sentimental dream. Granted that we are

obliored to think of some ultimate reality as closins:

the series of phenomenal metamorphoses which baffle

analysis; yet, it may be urged, this only means that

through its very imperfections thought comes to a

dead halt, and this negation of thought we dignify

with the name of substance : now to associate a mere
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negation with any such positive notion as that of life

is about as reasonable as to connect the square root of

minus one with human truth and love. But, we reply,

this sucrscestion that substance means only the nejxation

of thought will not bear a moment's examination.

We find, for instance, that the appearance which pre-

sents one form to the naked eye yields another to a

microscope with a power of a hundred diameters; a

third under a five-fold power; and a fourth under the

most perfect instrument which we can use. Always
fresh forms come into view; that is, new" constituent

parts are revealed which were unseen before. Are we

then to believe that, if we could f^o on raisin^j the

power indefinitely, we should always obtain new re-

sults ? This would be equivalent to an assertion of

the infinite divisibility of matter. Now, apart from

the incongruities involved in such an asseition, it

would necessarily confound molecular mechanics; be-

cause there would be no ultimate centres for the

elementary forces. Here, then, at once is the notion

of somethin'^ that does ijositivclv exi.st; and vet about

the nnxle of its existence, or how it is ultimately

difierentiatcd IVdiii sj)a('e fif it is so at all), it is

impossilile for us to form any idea. It is not a mere

negation of thouglit. It is the one positive element

tliat remains the same t])rough all the supposed iii-

tinite changes of microscopic vision. ( )r, it" we are to

suppose; that in sucli a pi'ocess a stage must be reached

at whicli tlie pl<»y of apparent atoms or monads K\i
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force would come into view, we should still have, as

we have seen elsewhere, only an extremely recondite

phenomenon, which certainly would not explain itself;

and which would, therefore, be felt positively to imply

some underlying m3^stery of being. Now, the two

alternatives just put are not merely ideal. If the

material universe has any existence at all,
—and that

is here throughout assumed,—tliese are alternatives of

fact, not of thought. The notion, then, of an un-

known substance is not a mere negation of thought.

It is rather the one positive element which forms the

foundation of all our clearest and most distinct per-

ceptions, while it survives the abstraction of every

definition. The utmost that can, with plausible force,

be urged is that, beyond the fact of its existence, we

know nothino' whatever.

And yet we may venture to offer some reasons why
it should seem more rational to think of that ultimate

reality of being as Infinite and Eternal Life, than to

leave a void in the soul which must instantly be

occupied with the vapid and inane idea of a universal

mechanical action. Indeed, no one who feels himself

driven to choose between the two alternatives will

hesitate for a moment. For it seems impossible to

believe that any one ever faced fairly the idea of a

Universe dead and cold at the heart, witliout feeling

that sickness of soul which seizes upon us in the

apprehension of an abysmal falsehood. Lucretius

might have atoms and death on his lips, but the
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pathetic eagerness of his devotion, and the grand

enthusiasm, the almost prophetic awe, which tremble

through every line in his largest contemplations of

the universe, show plainly enough that the power of

nature's eternal life possessed his heart. He was no

Atheist in spirit, though the ghastly phantom of

oj^pressive superstition excited him to a proud defiance;

which, for want of a better, assumed outwardly that

guise. If it be not inconsistent with religious aspir-

ation to see the majesty of nature and of God as one—
if scorn of spiritual cowardice is often fiercest in the

truly spiritual mind—if the longing to scatter light

shows the burning spark of divinity within—it is not

impossible that Lucretius had the most profoundly

relif^ious natvire that ever existed amongst the Latin

race till Augustine arose. But there are many like

him, who do not fairlv face that notion of a dead

Universe which their words would describe If asked,

they would, perhaps, say that they know nothing

of any life or death beyon<l the familiar groups
of phenomena summed up by those names

;
as for

the Universe to them it is neither dead noi* alive.

And yet, unconsciously to themselves, they must slide

into one or the oIIkt conception. The more suscep-

tible fall into the attitude of worshi|) without knowing
it. Terliaps, when sunlieiuns slant tlirougli autumn

leaves on some weather-stained tower, rich in historic

memories— |)erha{)s, when a sudden bend in a lordly

river opens a l(^ng vi.sta of sliad(jwed banks with sunny
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patches here and there—perhaps, when the bell of a

flower draws the wistful gaze down the streaks of

li!_dit runninix in delicate curves to the secret chamber

where life meets death and prevails
—

perhaps, in

listening to the pathetic cadences which all softened

sounds of nature make; such men feel the inward

olow with which the life within owns the life with-

out, and though there is no word of prayer, they

silently worship. But, too often the refusal to use even

the most mystically suggestive words in an expansive

and imao'inative sense — the attitude of excessive

mental precision fixed by scientific discipline
—and

the constant habit of denial except where the senses

assert, unite to thrust the man into the other alterna-

tive position; and without being conscious of it he

treats the world as dead. Since then, the one position

or the other seems practicilly almost inevitable, it is

worth while to offer some reasons for associating our

shadowy thoughts of the final mystery of Being

with life rather than with death.

Life exists, to our experience, in an almost endless

variety of forms
;
but there is one note which is com-

mon to them all, and that is the impression which they

make of spontaneous energy. Farther enquiry may
lead us to conclude or to suspect that the new energy

observed, for instance, in the germination of a seed is,

equally with the fall of a stone or the flight of a spark,

the inevitable result of pre-existing causes. But that

is not by any means inconsistent with the survival of



II. THE PIIILOSOP]IY OF IGXORANGE. HI

our fir«t impression, that in the act of germination a

new centre of power is estahlished, which seems to

contain within itself the means of modifying, diverting,

or concentrating, if not of absolutely originating force.

Acjain, we rej^ard animal existence as a more intense

form of life, just because it seems to exhibit a more

vigorous spontaneity. The creature that moves about

with a certain individuality detached from surrounding

objects, and aiways carries within it the power of

effecting new results, makes a much more striking im-

pression of spontaneity than the vegetable which never

leaves the spot to w^hich it clings. And so it is that our

own appears the intensest life of all, because in our

own volitions we seem as it were to catch force in the

ver}' act of self-creation. The fundamental element

then in our idea of life is spontaneity ;
the appearance,

or the reality of an original centre of force. But when

we use the word in any emjjhatic sense, such as always

weiirhts it, wdien we attril>ute life to the eternal

mystery of being, \ve always add to that spontaneity a

sense of its own existence. That is, life is never so

much life to us as when it most intensely realizes

that it is spontaneous or free, 'i'liis does not im{)ly

ar))itrariness, or caprice, or self-will
;
ratlicr tlie reverse.

I'or iKVtr do we feel our energy so sjKJutaneous, and

never do we so keenly nalizo life, as when we are

possessed l»y some noble passion, wliicli bears us,

as we say, beyond ourselves; wliich niaki's us, in tact,

the centre of a power that is far grander than self-will.
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and that radiates from us with as little effort as heat

from bnrnino; flame. AYhen Ave love with self-foro-etful

devotion, or hate w^ith rio-hteous indio-nation, Ave have

no feeling of labour, and just as little suspicion of

compulsion : life flows like an impetuous river, with

no thouo'ht of the heights from which it falls, nor of the

broad levels that it seeks. Our moral ideas also modify
the sense in which we speak of life. For selfishness

seems self-consumed by introverted energies, like a

decaying corpse ;
and so we liken it to death. While

generosity and loyalty seem to live the more intensely

through their self-expenditure, just as exercise imparts

a glow of health.

This explanation itself ma}' suggest some reasons

why we should associate the final mystery of Being

wath life rather than with death. For the lowest

deoTee of meanino- which we attach to the word, that

of spontaneity, must necessarily be attributed to the

source and substance of all things. So far as pheno-

menal existence is concerned, we may, at least

conceivably be mistaken: even the secondary originality

which we associate wdth created life, the power of

modifying or diverting, of storing up and emitting at

pleasure derived force, may be the effect of illusion.

But whatever may be the case with phenomena, the

substance manifested by them must contain within

itself, or rather, must be the original fountain of all

force. This, of course, is not to be taken as im-

plying that any force has ever been newly created.
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It is at most an apparently fresh modification of an

eternal energy. But that energy, inherent in everlast-

ing Being, cannot be traced to any farther source, and

inevitably conveys to our minds the impression of self-

oi'igination or spontaneity. In this sense therefore

we are compelled to attribute life to the unknown.

The unbefjinninor and unendino; vibration of ultimate

atoms is usually so presented to us that the eye of

imaii'ination runs from one link to another in the chain

of causation until the mind is bewildered, and no hint

of spontaneity is perceived. But when we remember

that succession is after all only a subjective form

impressed upon the outer world, and that all these

ripples of causation which pass before the eye are more

really consentaneous manifestations of one energy, the

.sense ofspontaneity is at once given: and it is inseparable

from some dim sense of life. Nay, farther, as in the nature

of things, we must be far more certain of the spontaneit}'

of eternal energy than we can possibly be of the free

impulses of created life
;
and as the originality which

we associate with that enerLry has infinitely more of

reality about it; so the life which even in this lowest

deirree of si<inificance we attiibute to the substanc*^ of

tlie world is felt to be immeasurealily nK^ie living than

our tliou'dits. If then our sense of that life is dim, it

is not Irom want of any intensity in it, but from

feebleness of life in us.

Beyond this, I do not know that any distinct

iittribute is necessarily involved in <>ur inevitable

H
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assumption of a true substance underlying phenomena.

But when we join to that sense of self-subsistent being

the notion of an all-embracing unity which it suggests,

and the glorious cosmic order by which that unity is

figured forth, it does seem disloyal to resist the impulse

that carries us on to the imagination of an infinite

thought, and of a self-contained harmony, which to us

are wisdom, goodness, and love.

But here let us pause. These words we have used

are not and never can be justified by the line of

arofument which we have followed. We canuot think

the Universe dead. There is a sense in which we are

sure it far more truly lives. But that sense is utterly

inadequate to the majesty of the subject with which we

deaJ. And when we strive to expand that sense, we

must beware lest, like climbers of the misty Brocken,

we only throw the shadow of self upon the clouds. It

may be that this sense of the unknown and unknow-

able was intended, if the expression be allowed, to

arouse faculties which owe but little to the in-

tellect, save only chastening and restraint.

Some reasons have already been urged for regarding

the background of our personal life as being to our

consciousness the true threshold of the Infinite. And

the recollection of these may, it is hoped, give more

significance to the apprehension of a universal life.

Owning most devoutly
—the word is surely applicable

—
that all our thoughts, imaginations, hopes, and fears

are as little substantial in themselves as sunbeam
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or shadow, we yet feel that the indubitaljle phenomena
of our own consciousness do most of all assure us of

that which for ever is. For, notwithstanding high

authority on the other side, we know more of ourselves

than we can possibly know of the world about us.

True, I cannot mark so well the laws which govern

the sequences of ])henomena within me, as I can the

laws of outward nature. But sequences after all are

not much, apart from a sense of power ;
and that arises

only within. There is an enormous difference between

our knowledo'e of self, and our knowledi^e of the not-

self; a difference which separates the two by a whole

heaven. Other things I know only as they affect me
;

they are like the moon which presents only one face,

and is utterly unknown on the other side. But my-
self I know as an effect or ettiuence of something l)e-

hind and beneath me, greater than all thought. The

mystery of matter is never realized until we have felt

the mystery of mind. For when I reflect on my own

personal life, I cannot affect to regard it as self-support-

ing. I feel its basis deepening down into something

more than self, yet continuous with my life. But I

cannot put myself inside anything else and realize by
reflection the sacred shadow that shrouds its inner

side. It is a necessity of tlunight that I should believe

every ])henomen()n to have that inner side; but 1

realize it onlv in in\silt". For it is throu'di the end-

less vistas of retieetion that the secret of i't<'rnal being

liints itself to us, as the spiritual substance in wliicli
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our own life inheres, and with which it is continuous.

This may not, and indeed does not justify us in attri-

buting to the Infinite that personal mode of existence

which we know in ourselves, and of which certain

limitations constitute the formal essence. But it

certainly forbids our identifying it with inanimate,

that is, derived and successional force. It should never

be forgotten that our first and fundamental notion

of existence is life. The other idea of inanimate

mechanical force is an inference from our observation

that the energies suggested by material motion do not

o[)erate after the manner of the power which we ex-

ercise in voluntary effort. Yet in the last result

eternal energy must be spontaneous ;
and is therefore

best thought of as a Universal Life.

If it be asked what is the use of a notion so vao-ue

as this is admitted to be,'^ the answer must be gather-

ed from experience rather than from theory. Human
nature is so constituted that confidence, and peace, and

unwavering devotion are impossible, unless the order

and the ideals, wdiich attract the contemplative eye,

are felt out to their uttermost foundation or perfec-

tion in somethino' unalterable or eternal. The refusal,

for instance, to recognize in causation anything more

than invariable antecedence, is felt to be unworkable

in practice. For the notion of mere sequence is not a

true representation of the impression inevitably made

* That is iu itself
; apart from the warmth and fulness which

spiritual experience and imagination can legitimately give.
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upon our minds by the succession of phenomena which

we link together as cause and effect. This invariaVjle

sequence within the limits of experience is not all that

we mean by the order of nature
; nay, it lacks precisely

that element which invests law with gi^andeur, and

inspires our loyal confidence in its abiding reign.

Philosophers little to be suspected of any meta-

physical leanings have therefore felt themselves

compelled to add to our experience of invarialjle

sequence, the recognition of the persistency of force.

It is only this which leads us to regard any cause in

nature as "more permanent than its existing and

known effects, extending further, and about to produce

other and more instances besides what it has produced

already."* But when once this element is admitted,

it is impossible to stop short of a self-existing and suit-

consistent Power, as the guarantee of universal order.

For all known forms of force are so correlated that each

will, under certain conditions, occasion the mani-

festation of any other. Thus the ra})id chemical union

of carbon nnd oxygen occasions heat; heat begets

mechanical movement
;
this may be so directi'd as to

excite electricity; and electricity will produce magnet-

ism; while in every case just so much of the one force dis-

a]>})ears as is represented by its equivalent in the new

force evoke mI. Tlie correlation of these furci's will Ini

8ee MuzU-y's ]>aiii)>toii LectiiifH. He denie.s that we have

.iiiy
''

r:iti(»n:il f^ntiiiuls

"

for sucii an exiKJctation. This |M»iiit

will Ix* (li.sc'ii.s.seil in tiie next EsHJiy.
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found as certain and invariable, as are their several

connections with their own phenomenal effects. Here

again in such regular transmutations, we are obliged

to recoo'nize the existence of a sufficient reason.

"Whether we regard those forces as varying forms of

one energy, or as entirety different energies the re-

lations of which are embraced and controlled by a

comprehensive law, in either case our idea of order

and our confidence in its continuance implies some

fundamental Power, whose omniprescence and perman-

ence makes the Universe. It is impossible to separate

the emotion of triumphant confidence, which the

stedfiist order of the world excites, from this recog-

nition of the substantial reality of ultimate Power.

Take that recognition away and the emotion dies.

The fortuitous concurrence of atoms, were such a thing

conceivable, even though it should present the same

patternsa thousand times in succession, couldneverbeget

that confidence, nor awaken that sense of grandeur,

which we associate with the order of the world.

Again, apart altogether from the question of personal

immortality, it does seem that some dim notion of

eternity is needed for the distinctive dignity of

man. The clear, tangible, present time with the long

perspective of the past, and the shining mist of the

future, makes up to our minds one whole thought,

which stretches indefinitely beyond our powers of

conception, but still is felt to be a unity. There lie all

purposes and acts in orderly succession, a succession
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which at the same time gives a dreamy sense of

co-existence. And it is the assurance of law and order

there, in other words of eternal self-consistent power,

which gives to our lives a feeling of continuity with

all activity, past or to come, and so makes it worth

our while to strike our little stroke with all our might

before we die. Without some such element of eternity

in our consciousness, there would hardly be any hold

for the bond of interest which binds us to the apparent

beo-innin'^'"S of human activity on the one hand, or to

their remote and unimaginable issues in the future.

Apart from the sense of some strong basis in which

their connection is assured, memory and foresight

could not raise us so far as they do above the level of

the beasts. And here, more even than in contemporary

phenomenal order, we realize the use and practical

power of our inarticulate assurance that one life under-

lies, pervades and coinjjrehends all.

Stronger still, and of more solemn import, is the

practical intiuence which this vague idea uf the eternal

exercises on the nature of moral sanctions. For if th(»

sense of intinite sub.stance and power imparts to our

perceptions of jihysical ord«M' the notion of some

im})eri.shable grandeur; much niuie dous the feeling

that the moral law evinces sonio everlasting self-consis-

tency at the heart of the univei-se give to moral

commands their indefinit<', ininieasureable awe. It

may very well l>u that ,sbnnhir<ls of I'ight are as

variable as races of m;itd<iiid. Hut this notion of



120 KS.SAY^S. IT.

right, this feeling of moral obligation, which so many
have striven in vain to confound with perceptions at

least as different therefrom as sight from hearing, would

surely be impossible in any creature who did not

realize something of eternity in the authority before

which he bows. And once more this sense of eternity

is inseparable from the thought of that everlasting

substance of which all changeful existences are but

fragmentary modes. In truth it makes all the

difference in the world whether we consider pheno-

mena altogether apart from their source, or whether

we recosfnise in all thino-s the outcome of an eternal

power which can never be wholly revealed The former

is the position of Positivism. The latter is the essen-

tial idea in all religions, properly so-called
;
and a

true philosophy of ignorance will not deny its possi-

bility. Allow the legitimate character of that position,

and human history is like the growth of a living soul.

Deny it, and all the majesty of human effort is nothing

more than the illusion of a kaleidoscope.

Farther than this we cannot go, without insisting on

facts of human nature which hardly come into view

in any discussion on the philosophy of ignorance. It

is enouo'h if we have found room for the faith which

will hereafter be urged on other grounds, that some

whispers heard from beyond the deepest hum of

personal life, tell a true tale of our relationship to

a living universal substance in which all things have

their being. For this is all that is needed to give at
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least possible significance and power to all forms of

inspiring religion which the world has knowTi.

Because the dimmest notion of that eternal majesty

gives an object of religious devotion compared with

which the Comtist abstraction of humanity is unreal

and ineffectual. Besides, wdien once the indefeasible

reality of this eternal Being, too real to be fully known,

is grasped by the heart, then the simplicity which

comes of genuine fervour will see in whatever is

brightest and best in the nature of man hints of the

light that is unapproachable. The love of truth for its

own sake, too proud an emotion for any but a nature

which feels its roots in eternal life
;
the heroism in the

cause of righteousness, which finds no explanation

save in the faith, professed or not, that a man may so

expend the energy of his life as to diffuse it through

the glory of an everlasting kingdom ;
the aspirations

which, like Jacob's ladder, reach from earth to heaven,

and have no issue excei)t in some infinite good; all

of them seem to Ije utterances, translated into tlie lan-

guage of the h».art, out of the infinite silence of God.

Nay more, grant only that the vision of the world

is but so many })hases of an eternal life, the certainty

of which is felt in our own souls; and then, though

infinite knowledge be impossible, yet that lite is felt;

because its fragmentary manifestations break forth

upon us in all thr tbrms of nature For oftentimes

wliat is not seen, but only vaguely hiiited, constitutes

ail the glory of \v hat is seen and known. U'lius 1 have
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stood in a rift of the rocks, where the outlook com-

manded only an embayed strip of rugged and iron-

bound coast. There, close at hand, a tiny waterfall, in

curves like the sport of a graceful child, and in silvery

sheets of transparent tissue, plashed down the face of

the crag, and was silenced in the foam beneath. And
I knew that the true explanation of the grandeur

and tenderness I felt, was not in the narrow picture

I saw, but in the wide wild sea which was hidden

from view, and in the stretchino^ moorland with

winding brooks above. For the waves that fretted

there below had rolled from the unknown ocean

round the pole ;
and the cascade babbled of peace

above, unassailable by the weary sea. But taken

away from its almost inarticulate associations, the

scene might almost as well have been a quarry into

which a town-sewer had broken. To us all the deepest

interest of creation's beauty springs not so much from

what it expresses as from what it suggests. It is as

the phase of an infinite splendour, as the pulse of a

boundless energy that it awakens the noblest emotions.

But convince us that it is a gigantic collection of

utterly dead atoms, or a dance of inane molecules; and

there can be no reason except something in ourselves,

why Chamounix or Niagara should impress us differ-

ently from a dust-heap or a sandstorm.

Thus our io'uorance of true substance and of the

totality of things receives another touch of light. For

when we see in all thincjs the outcome of an eternal
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life, we feel that it is possible for us, as we are taught

by the apostle Paul, to
" know in part." Not only in

the Word, but in the woi'k of creation,
"
the Life was

manifested and we have seen it." Indeed, our whole

distinction of substance and phenomenon, is an accom-

modation of reality to the necessities of thoufiht. For

it would perhaps be just as true to say that the pheno-

menon is' the substance partially perceived and varying

with our point of view. It is onlj- because we cannot

see all things at once that we see nothins: in its

true relations, and therefore nothing as it is. So, too,

because we cannot see everything at once we can-

not conceive that which is beyond all relations; and

therefore we cannot know the absolute unity of all

things. Hence we cannot think at all without feel-

ing that there must be a dillerence between uiir

apprehension of things and tilings as they are.

Some such difference we try to represent to ourselves

by saying that we apprehend only the apparent sur-

face or phenomenon, not the inner reality. Yet the

apparent surface is an affection or mode of the reality;

an<l we know therefore somethini'' of the realitv in that

appearance. Thus the glitter of polished ni:ir]»Ie may
seem to a curious child only to conceal—certaiidy not

to reveal—the nature of the dull rougli substiince

wliich a blow of the hamnu'r l)rin<^s out. J^ut vet lie

will soon learn that tlu^ polished surface does express

to hiiii a real characteristic of the underlying suljstance,

and one which eouM n<»t in an\' otlier wav have been
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made perceptible to him
;

that is the "
graiii

"
the

crystalline arrangement of molecules. Of course, all is

phenomenal here; but it ma\^ illustrate the truth,

that every phenomenon in the universe may express

to us some phase of reality which could not in any
other way have been brought into consciousness. In

that sense we actually know true substance " in part,"

when we know phenomena. But we are unable to

conceive it as it is; because in order to do that, we

should be obliged to take into view all phenomena
that exist, or are even possible. Hence the truth

of the apostolic aphorism before quoted :

"
if any man

thinketh that he knoweth anything,"
—that is "root

and all, and all in all,"
—" he knoweth nothing yet as he

ouo'ht to know it." For he oucdit to be aware that he

knows only
"
in part."

" My heart and flesh cryeth out for the living God,"

says the Psalmist. How true an expression that is of

some of the deepest longings of mankind 1 For it is

not merely the desire after a familiar shrine—not only

a craving for some avenging strength
—that speaks in

these words; but the hunger after an assurance that

the inmost reality of existence is something not utterly

foreign to the affections of the heart. This is not the

place for enlarging on the position which this desire

has held in the history of mankind. But certainly

they delude themselves, who suppose that the power of

the mystical element in religion can ever be accounted
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for, apart from some conscious relationship between

our souls and the enduring substance in which all

things are one. Our ignorance has been fully admitted :

while we have insisted upon the positive element which

it implies. And the result of our whole argument is

that this ignorance is not such as to make the con-

sciousness of such a relationship impossible or un-

meaning. My enjoyment of Nature is raised beyond
mere sensuous gratification, is touched with the in-

tenser though more solemn delight of reverence, just

in proportion as I feel the beautiful vision to be forever

arising from a mystery of Being which involves all

possible grace and energy and life in itself
"
Lo, these

are a part of His ways, but how little a portion is

known of Him!" The soul that realizes the world

thus, finds reverence to be the highest result of know-

ledge ;
and that not sentimentally only, but practically ;

because in reverence are C(mtained the subordination

of self to purposes grander than ambition, the simple

susceptiljility, the self-forgetful charity and syii4)athy,

which co-ordinate our energies, and sanctify them jis

tributaries to a universal divine work. And since not

only without, but also and more directly within, we feel

the nearness of eternal Being, the universal tendency
to worshi]) will be found to have a significance whicli

neither ii'rational dogma on the one liand, nor plausible

materialism on the other, can ever utterly degrade,

or completely i-xplain away. The woiils ol" the (Jreat
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Master,
" God is a Spirit," are far from being inconsis-

tent with the humble acknowledgment of our mortal

ignorance; while, at the same time, they keep before

our minds the truth that this ignorance is itself the

assertion of a majesty behind the veil. For the word
"
Spirit

"—and the same remark would apply to its

Greek original
—does not at all necessarily imply the

contradictory conception of a personality at once in-

finite and defined, or an omniscience susceptible to

successions of thought. The word "
Spirit

"
may

rather be taken as an abstraction of all phenomenal
definition including of course molecular vibrations.

But that abstraction leaves still the vast, dim, yet

unconquerable assurance of an essential Substance,

which is not, cannot be dead, though the life we

instinctively attribute to it is inconceivable. And
that Life is inconceivable just because it comprehends
all modes of being, all possibilities of spontaneous

energy in one, and is, as it were, the apotheosis of

modes in the modeless Infinite at which they hint.

As, in a narrow isle, whatever path we follow it soon

ends in the pathless sea, and all movements have one

destiny; so in our narrow life thought never travels far

before it looks out on that which it cannot measure or

define
;
which was, and is, and is to come. This the

Everlasting is the only Substance, of which all things

are phenomena. This is the abiding Power of which

the recurrent sequences of natural law are fragmentary
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manifestations. This is the all-pervading life which

makes the heavens to smile, and the twinkling leaves

to dance, and the clouds to frown, and the winds and

the waves to sincj; their
"
sontr which is wild and slow."

In any scientific sense, nay, in any hut the vaguest in-

tellectual sense, that Being is in Itself unknown,

unknowable. Yet the inevitable fascination, with

which it draws the dumb, pleading desire of all

noblest souls, is a burning fact that shines through

all the history of man, and which, were there no

adequate significance within it, would convict tlie

universe of vanity and lies. As to the nature of that

sii^nificance we have criven some sui]^orestions ;
but it is

a matter that is best treated by itself Meanwhile

when we acknowledge that unspeakable majesty as in

Itself unknown, unknowable, we have insisted that

this ignorance shouLl not, cannot be interpreted as

descri])ing absolute nonentity of perception or appre-

hension. For that cannot with any reason be af-

fiimed of anytiling that is an essential element in all

rational thought, and the inspiration of the purest

passion. It is no mere paradox to afiirm that this very

ignorance is itself knowledge, in so far as it implies

the existence of an incomprehensible ulject. For we

cannot think far in any direction witliont C(.ining iipoii

that which is more than all our knowledge, something

that is and must be in itself unknown, not ln'causr it

is uncertain, but Lecause it is far too rtal ior our
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superficial faculties. We cannot mark phenomena
without thinking of substance. We cannot admire

the ordered system of the universe without aspiring in

imagination to law above law, until at the topmost

height one inconceivable stream of force springs into a

myriad channels of harmonious action. We cannot

feel the world's heart beat in the ceaseless energy of

living things without adoring an all-pervading Life.

Yet substance, law, power and life are only names of

the unutterable; the last murmurs upon the lip when

different paths of knowledge open on those measure-

less contemplations which command the worship of

silence.
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THE ANTITHESIS OF FAITH AXD
SIGHT.

" We walk by faith, not by sight," says the Apostle.
"
Seeing is believing," says common sense, whether in

the humble guise of the shrewd practical mind, or in

that sublimer form in which it is called inductive

Science. Now each of these utterances cliaracterizes

by a single phrase
—not jiroperly two opj)osing schools

of belief and unbelief—but ratliur two inherent, inera-

dicable tendencies or energies of human nature, which

are to be found in every man alike; and whicli are not

only not inconsistent, but are positively necessary the

one to the (jther. In fact, they CJin no more be disso-

ciated than the opposite poles of a magnet. No

sinu'le man is wliat lie is, and no scliool of tliou^rlil

exercises its special inlhience, exchisively by force of

the one tendency or of the other. But if some intellects

and Home pliilosophies seem to exhibit only the power
of faitli, and others only dependence on sight, this is
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because the faculties immediately inspired b}^ the one

energy or the other have been specially cultivated

and become the objects of more or less exclusive

attention, not only on the part of hearers and readers,

but also on the part of the speakers and writers

concerned. Yet, as the runner, who specially develops

the muscles of his legs, is dependent for his balance

on those of his back and arms, of which he does not

think so much
;
and as the rower, proud of his biceps,

depends for its successful exercise on the firmness of

his legs, of which perhaps, in the excessive strain on

his loins and arms, he is almost unconscious
; so, sight

gives form to faith, and faith gives significance to

sight, even in the case of those who pre-eminently and

with apparent exclusiveness cultivate the one or the

other. For the Apostle of faith was very much

dependent, as indeed he emphatically declares, on the

fact that he had "seen the Lord; "and Dr. Tyndall

himself would probably acknowledge that not only

imagination but faith has a great deal to do with the

grandest generalizations of science.

But such observations as these may mean little,

nothing, or anything, unless we explain the sense in

which we use our terms. Let us therefore begin by

trying clearly to understand one another as to what we

mean when we speak of faith and sight as being each

the antithesis of the other. For this word antithesis

is too often used loosely, in the sense of mutually-

destructive contrariety. But that is certainly not
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the sense in which it is used in the title of this

essay. What is meant is rather the mutually-

sustaining opposition of two forces which are ulti-

mately, though often inscrutably, one energy, in the

activity of which divergence of direction is inherent

and essential. Thus electricity, which is generally

recognised as one single inscrutable force, manifests

itself in two divergent forms, positive and negative.

So all polarized forces, such as those concerned in the

mysterious process of crystallization, exhibit an illus-

tration of antithesis in which two diverg^ent modes of

action are absolutely essential the one to the other.

Wliat is meant then by the antithesis of faith and

sight is not their inconsistency or incongiTiity; but,

if we may so express it, then- polarized unity. This

however will scarcely cease to be enigmatical, unless

we come to a farther understanding as to what we

mean by these words fiiith and sight. Let us take

sight first, because it is more easily understood, and

because there is less likelihood of any disagreement

about it.

To walk by sight
—in contradistinction to walking

by faith— is, it may be supposed, pretty much equiva-

lent to dependence on that positive knowledge wliicli

is the professed domain of tlie "positive }>liil(>s(»]>liy."

Thus we walk by sight wlien we are guided hy Llic

immediate evidence of our own senses; as when we

know day from night by the direct ap})eal of tlie day-

liglit to the eyes. Similarly we know that laud is
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solid and water is yielding, by the evidence of the

senses. But if the idea of walking by sight were

confined to such cases, it is clear that it would be

applicable to a very small part of life. For we are

concerned with ten thousand things which are beyond

the reach of our senses, and with ten thousand more

which we know only through the senses of others. No

one, so far as we know, ever saw the North Pole; and

very few comparatively have seen the hydrogen flames

in the sun's atmosphere. Yet both the former and the

latter belong to the field of positive knowledge; and in

acknowledging them we walk by sight, not by faith.

For, as we shall presently try to show, belief on the

testimony of others is not properly faith at all. It is

one of three things, each of which is very different

from faith : it is either an acknowledgment of proof

positive, such as after careful criticism cannot be

resisted; or it is uncertainty ;
or it is folly.

But it is better to proceed one step at a time. Clearly

it is impossible to limit the area of positive know-

ledge to the things we have seen with our own eyes

or felt with our own hands. And the first extension

we should make is this; that whatever is involved in

the appearance we observe, so that to suppose the

absence of it would make the appearance inherently

incongruous and self-contradictory, that also is a part

of positive knowledge. For instance, if, when standing

on the shore, we see a vessel on the distant horizon

making way against wind and tide, we know very
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well without the use of a telescope that she is a

steamer. True, we cannot see the engines nor the

screw, and the smoke is too faint to be discerned
;
but

to suppose her not a steamer makes the appearance

which we observe incoherent and self-contradictory.

Or, in other words, the fact of our seeing her make

head aofainst wind and tide involves the fact of her

being moved by steam. Therefore we say without

any hesitation that w^e positively know she is a steam-

ship. Similarly we know that there is a North Pole,

that is, a point on the earth's surface in the northern

regions, round which the whole horizon revolves. Not

only have we not seen it, but no one else has
;
and yet

we are sure tliat it is there, because to suppose it

wantinix would make all the observed facts of astron-

omy inconsistent and absurd. But it would be a

misuse of terms to say that in reference to the North

Pole we walk Ijy faith, not by sight. Such a misuse

is not uncommon in theological accommodations

between rccison and faith; but it is wlioUy fallacious

and unfair, making faith the corollary of sight, instead

of its antithesis. In the same way the whole science

of astronomy is dependent on the evidence of the

senses; not wholly on what they directly reveal, bub

to a considerable extent on what is necessarily in-

volved in the appearances presented. Thus no one

Ciiu see the earth going round LJie sun; indeed, we

seem to sec precLsely the contniry. But the apparent

motions of the sun and planets in the sky, when
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properly observed, have been found absolutely to

involve the central position of the sun
;
so that if any-

thing else be supposed, those motions become inco-

herent and absurd.

Another extension which we must make of the area

of positive knowledge, in which we walk by sight, has

been already suggested : we must regard it as compre-

hending the innumerable instances in which we walk by
the sight of others rather than by our own. For in-

stance, anatomy is a positive science in which we walk

by sight, not by faith; yet perhaps not one person in a

hundred has ever dissected even a frog. With regard

to such subjects most of us are and must be content to

see through the eyes of others, who have given

themselves to the pursuit of special knowledge. And

yet it is not fair to give the name of faith to our

reliance upon the observations made by means of the

senses of others. For the facts which are thus

gathered, after fighting for their life against hostile

criticism, become finally acknowledged as the property

of a common human experience. It is not unbelief, in

the theological sense, but only ignorance, folly, or in-

sanit}^, which can deny them. Our confident assurance

of those things, which through the eyes and ears of

some have entered into the common stock of human

knowledge, must necessarily be very difierent indeed

from belief in those things which eye hath not seen

nor ear heard. And it is manifest that the latter, not

the former answers to the religious idea of faith.
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Farther, we are bound to extend the area of positive

knowledge to all those truths which are treated as cer-

tainly known because the supposition of their contraries

is impossible or absurd. Thus it is not by faith that

the mathematician believes the axioms of Euclid, but

simply because of the impossibility of thinking the con-

trary. That "
things which are equal to the same are

equal to one another
"

is a truth clear at once to any
mind capable of understanding its terms, without the

slightest necessity for ocular demonstration. And yet

the man who professes to require anything like

mathematical proof for the articles of his belief would

be regarded by the theologian
—and rightly regarded

—avS obstinately determined to walk by sight, not by
faith.

To recapitulate; positive knowledge includes, first,

all that we observe by means of our own senses;

secondly, all that is involved in such observations, so

that we cannot deny it without making the appear-

ance incoherent and self-contradictory; thirdly, all

that we learn on satisfactory evidence through tlie

senses of others; and finally, all truths the contrary of

which is until inkal)lc.

Now common sense would su»^«cest that what St. Paul

meant, when he talked of walking by sight, would be

practically equivalent to confinement within this area

of positive knowledge: and this is what ought to be

meant l»y theologians, when they distinguish between

siirht and faith. But some w ill be inclined to com-
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plain that in this sketch we have described all the

modes in which men can come to know anything ;
and

that we have left no room at all for the idea of

walking by faith. This complaint is likely to be

made not only by the unbeliever who does not care

about faith, but also by the religionist who defines

faith as belief on probable evidence, that is, reliance on

the eyes of other people. What !
—the latter will ex-

claim—is not our faith in Christianity just a reliance

on the evidence of credible witnesses ? We reply ;

your hioiuledge of the facts of Christian history does

certainly depend on historical evidence; but to what-

ever extent such knowledge is possible, you are walk-

ing by sight not by faith. There is indeed a sense in

which all rehance on the testimony of others and even

on the evidence of our own senses involves faith. But

probably it is a sense much more subtle and profound

than is usually suspected; though it is hoped that

some light may be thrown upon it in succeeding

pages. For the present, however, it is sufficient to

observe that if in regard to the facts of astronomy we

walk by sight though we are dependent on the eyes

of others, it is surely most arbitrary to deny that the

same thinof is true of historical events which we learn

in a similar manner. Both sets of facts alike

must necessarily depend for their reception on the

evidence they present that they are, or have been,

matters of sight, not of fancy. And the confusion be-

tween the reception of such evidence and the far
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different power of faith is one of the most fruitful

causes of the religious perplexities of the time. How
often do preachers tell men to walk by faith, not by

sight, and then urge upon them what is only another

way of walking by sight ! Says the strict secularist,

'I will believe nothing but what is proved to me by
the evidence of my senses;' a shallow utterance it

may be
; yet certainly not intended to exclude all

dependence on the senses of others. 'Oh, but you
should walk by faith,' says the Christian advocate ;

and then straightway urges that John and Peter and

Paul saw the Lord after He had risen from the dead.

Well, this consideration has a legitimate place in

Christian teaching ;
but that is in connection with our

probable knowledge of facts, in regard to which we

walk by sight, that is, the sight of others, just as much

as most of us do in regard to the form and constitution

of the solar system.

This explanation however would probably give no

satisfaction to our supposed interlocutor. It would

rather seem to confirm his objection, which is, that

in endeavouring to assign to faith nn<l sight their

respective provinces, we have at the outset given over

the whole s])here of knowledge and even ()f probable

belief to sight, and have thus left no room for the

action of faitli at all. But then no one oui/ht to

exi)ect to lint! room for faith in the proper domain of

knowledge, or even in that of probable opinion.

True, there is one aspect in wliich, just as the
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mediums of light and sound interpenetrate one an-

other round the whole sphere of the earth, so faith

and sight are inseparable throughout the universe of

mind, as it is known to us. Still, in their subtlest

interaction it is possible to distinguish them; and

half our religious miseries arise from their confusion.

What then is faith ? If it is not perception, nor

knowledge, nor probable opinion, what is it ? Some

wise and good men would tell us that it is an

intuition. But as we should probably find a difiiculty

in agTeeing upon the exact meaning of the word, let

us avoid it. And farther, as the suggestion which we

have to offer would make religious faith only the

special form, of a much more general mental faculty, it

must not be supposed that our explanations of that

general faculty necessarily describe all the character-

istics which connote the special form.

Before all sight there is a susceptibility to sight; and

before all judgments there is a power of forming judg-

ments. It may be perfectly true that a baby has to

practise a great deal before it can see rightly; but it is

also true that if it were born with buttons in the place

of eyes, it would never see at all. Similarly it may be

quite true that the earliest sense of sight is a confused

feeling of light and colour, without any consciousness of

an impulse to say or think "
this is myself," or " that is

a bright colour." But unless that tendency were there,

the child would be no more than a photographic camera;

and the mind would never be awakened. The sense
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philosophy of modern times has not been in the least

too iconoclastic in its destruction of such innate ideas

as may have survived Locke
;
but still it has never

succeeded in analyzing the whole subjective life into

the vibrations of aii- and ether and nerve-tissue, by
which the outward world affects us. Granted that no

truths of morality, or theology, or mathematics are even

latent in the germinal consciousness; granted even that

no blank schedules exist in the unborn brain read}^ to

be filled in with the classified objects of observation
;

still, in the germ of rational life there is something

which gives all its significance to sight. However far

we <xo back towards the undated dawn of consciousness,

that can never be accurate reasoning which, in trac-

ing back the complete result of the relation between

subject and object, altogether neglects one side of the

problem. For surely in the growth from obscure

sensation to distinct perception and accurate judg-

ment, the living subject must have its pait to play, as

well as the oljects presented. In fact it is on account of

some inherent differences in the living subjects affected,

that tlie grove, wliich produces in the brain of the

beast only a dim recognition <>f a convenient lair, ex-

cites in the human Barbarian feelings of wonder or

even reverence. It is not the surrounding soil only,

nor the sun and rain, wliich produce from one seed

an oak, and tVoui jinother a carrot. But there exists

in these seeds a certain predisposition, exclutling all

possibility of development except witliin certain de-
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finite limits. And so, if surrounding circumstances

make anything at all of the one seed, they must make

an oak of it; if they make anything at all of the other,

they must produce a carrot. All this may seem mere

truism; but it is a truism of which it is necessary to

remind ourselves, when the sense of philosophy is

carried to such a pitch that the feeling of sublimity

which we have, in view of a vast expanse of scenery,

is supposed to be explained by the pleasure experienced

in exerting the abductor muscles of the eye. We do

not at all need to deny the association of the feeling

with that particular muscular sense; but surely it is

well to bear in mind that, apart from some predisposi-

tion in the living subject, there can be no reason why
the exertion of these muscles should produce the feeling

of sublimity in a man more than in an ape or a hog.

We say then, that from the very beginning of life

there are two sets of forces to be considered in regard

to the development of consciousness and all its con-

tents. There are the forces of the external world

presenting themselves in sight and sound, in taste,

and smell, and touch; but then there are also inward

energies predisposed to form out of such materials,

within definite limits, one kind of consciousness and

not another. Watch the warehouseman as he catches

the parcels which are fiung at him from the van, and

ranges them here or there as may best facilitate the

oro'anization of business. He is an emblem of the

mysterious predisposition inherent in every living



III. FAITH AND SIGHT. 143

germ, from the lichen up to man, and which, receiving

the materials flung at it from the outer world, suflers

them not to fall in a heap, but ranges them here and

there according to the special form of organization

which it is to build up. Now with the mere elabora-

tion of tissue we have at present nothing to do; but

precisely the same thing is true concerning the for-

mation and the furnishing of consciousness. Here

also there are two sets of forces at work; both of

which are absolutely necessary to the result. For a

baby shut up in a box, if it could be kept alive at all,

would never be anything more than a baby. And, on

the other hand, an ape under the best instruction would

never grow up into a man. But in the untaught human

infant there are susceptibilities, and more than suscep-

tibilities—strong predispositions
—which seize the im-

pressions as they come in from the world without, and

build them u}) into the kingdom of a human soul. On
those predispositions all processes of argument depend
for validity; for if the facts, when fairly stated, can only

be regarded in one way, this is because the mind is so

constituted as to see a certain significance in them.

Granting even that the axioms of Euclid are learut by

ob.servation, still the perception tluit one ca.se contains

all other possible cases i.s surely due to a re-action not

to be accounted for apart from some innate predis-

position, which distinguishes the rational from the

irrational living subject. It is of course perfectly

true that the infant does not see the univei*sal axiom
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in the single case. But that is only because the single

case is not, and ca,nnot be, adequately presented to it.

For the universal truth, that things which are equal

to the same are equal to one another, cannot be seen

in any case until the notion of equality has been

acquired. But this notion again never could be

acquired unless there were a predisposition to the

formation ofjudgments on the measurement and com-

parison of spaces or weights. In a word, sight is not

everything. Indeed it is meaningless, unless where

it addresses itself to a predisposition to make some-

thing of it. Or the truth may be stated thus; that

there is a pre-established harmony between the living

germ and the world into which it is launched; and

this harmony is of such a character that only a limited

set of relations are possible, while amongst these,

again, some are felt to be much more natural or fully

harmonious than others. In other words, the line of

least resistance, along which development must ad-

vance, is determined not by external circumstances

alone, but by the relation between these and an

already existing predisposition in the germ. As

then we have excluded faith from the whole realm

of sight or positive knowledge, let us try if we can-

not find its true place in the realm of predisposition.

Of course, predisposition in itself is not faith. But

if it should turn out that, though all predispositions

are from their very nature involuntary, yet some may
depend for their practical force upon the loyalty, so to
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speak, with which the will seeks to act up to them,

then we shall find here a very sufficient idea of faith.

But of this more presently. Meanwhile, let us see

what there is in consciousness, which manifestly is due

to the predispositions of which we speak.

In entering upon such an enquiry, probably the first

idea of many would be to divide mental phenomena
for the present purpose into two classes, one of wdiich

can be shown to be due to some inherent predisposi-

tion, while the other is evidently not. But a moment's

thought will show that such a classification is im-

possible. For of course we are only concerned with

intelliiirt^nt consciousness. And we sliall search in

vain for any phenomena whatever of intelligent con-

sciousness, which are not due in pan to predisposition.

The a-sseiiion that men see in everything what they

bring to it has at least this much truth, that there

is no act of perception and no judgment, in which the

living subject does not contribute to the result, perhaps

at least as much as the perceived object. Tlie various

impressions produced u|)on different people by tlie

same object, as for instance in colour blindness, may
ilhistrate this observation sufficiently for our present

pur|)0.se; which does not rcMjuire, and indeed will not

permit, any abstruse encpiiry into the uhimate signi-

ficance of perception. Granting the reality of tho

outer world, the reitson why it means more to us than

it does to lirutes must lie in a prL'disj)()sition to find

more in it. It may indeed be objected that the word
K
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susceptibility would express our meaning more accu-

rately than predisposition. And if only the fall

significance of the former word were acknowledged,

we might be quite content with it. For a suscepti-

bility, or a capacity for taking up an impression, is not

merely passive; it is active; inasmuch as it re-acts

upon the impression, and makes the latter to be what it

was not before, a special form of consciousness. The

word predisposition emphasizes this activity inherent

in living susceptibility; and therefore, always with the

understandino' that it means nothino- which has any

power apart from some external stimulus, we may

prefer the term we have used.

But if it is impossible to find any class of conscious

mental phenomena in which predisposition is not

involved, it only remains to see Ilov: it is involved,

and what is the office which it discharo-es in all the

operations of the mind. We shall find in it an ever-

present antithesis to sight, and shall be able to under-

stand how, under certain conditions specially involved

in the working of the moral nature, it becomes the

occasion, or gives the opportunity, for that virtue which

we call faith. We assert then that predisposition is

manifested in certain general assumptions, which al-

ways underlie the conscious form that the mind gives

to impressions made from without. And our first

illustration may be taken from our inevitable belief

in an external world.

'•'

Seeing is believing," says common sense. But the
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true Pvrrhonist will tell us he is not so sure of that;

or that the proverb is a meaningless truism at the best.

He urges that all we know, when reduced to its simple

elements, consists only in so many forms of our own

consciousness; and that our belief in something else

beyond and outside of ourselves, which occasions or

creates these forms of consciousness, is pure assumption

incapable of proof That it is assumption we are com-

pelled to admit; for the simple reason that no major

premiss can be found which will enable us to construct

a strictly logical proof The common argument we

imaijine to be somethino: of this sort:—" Whatever

resists my will is outside of me; this table resists my
v>^ill when I try to push it out of the way; therefore

the table is outside of me." But the major premiss

will not bear a moment's examination. For certainly

some things resist our will which cannot on any

ground be supposed to be outside of us. Pain always

resists our will to get rid of it; and yet whatever view

may be taken of the connection of mind and matter,

pain is, in its essence, an affection of consciousness, and

ctmnot be outside of us at all. And, similarly, it

might be shown that every other conceival>le major

premiss is unsound on tlie face of it, or else is a

simple postulate of the thing to be proved. ]3ut if

the Pyrrhonist means, by
"
pure assumption," ground-

less assumption, wc must hold liim to be wrong. For

the real ground of belief in an external world is a }>re-

dispusition inherent in and essential to our nature; a
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predisposition which, under sense impressions, gradually

develops that belief, as unerringly and inevitably as an

acorn germinating under sun and rain brings forth the

oak. Or to recur, for the sake of bindincr our thoughts

together, to language used above, the pre-established

harmony between the germinating soul and the world

into which it is launched is such, that it can no more

help arriving at a recognition of the externalit}^ of the

world than it can be conscious and unconscious at one

and the same moment of time. Thus, in every act of

perception, we have two antithetical tendencies, the

one exciting attention to impressions which are cer-

tainly in ourselves; the other insisting on projecting

the cause of these impressions beyond ourselves. The

one tendency lies in sense, of which, in St. Paul's

words, sight is taken as the t3^pe. The other ten-

dency is a predisposition roused by the stimulus of

sight, and may typify, though only very generally and

faintly, the faith whose province we are seeking to

establish.

The bearing of this idea upon faith in the more

ordinary acceptation of the word will be at least a

little more apparent, if we bear in mind the sort of

argument, or rather quasi-argument
—for it is uothing

but an appeal to predisposition
—by which men of

strong practical sense and warm feelings sometimes

maintain against dreamy sceptics the reality of an

external world. "You tell me," urges such an one,
" that all the sights and sounds I know are in myself,
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not out of me
;
and that I cannot be sure they imply

anything more than phenomena of my own conscious-

ness. Well, at any rate, they seem to imply it; they

have inevitably led me to assume it; and I cannot

think myself deluded without making the whole of

my life—that is, as you say, all life and all existence,

and the whole universe—a lie. But this is simply

intolerable. It is absurd to the intellect, and repug-

nant to the heart. Therefore, proof or no proof, I

stick to the extei-nal world." Now, this is a very

simple but a very real instance of faith, with at least

a fiiint religious tinge. It is the loyalty of the

will to a predisposition which, though it cannot

justify itself by a syllogism, is felt to be a law of

our being.

We may find another illustration of the predisposi-

tions, which lie at the basis of all our positive know

ledge, in the confidence with which we rely upon the

order of nature for tlie future as well as the past. For in

the view of the present writer, the argument of Canon

Mozley, in his Bampton Lectures for 1805 is, so far as

this part of his suljject is con^'erned, inctipable of re-

futation. At least Dr. Tyiidall, who, if any man ccnild,

would surely have done it, lias not only failed to refute

him, but has declined to touch the real })oint of tin-

argiiment. Let us recall the passage quoted by Dr.

Tymlall himself in his paper on "
.Miracles and Sp«'eial

Providences."*

Fortii'ujidly Review (New Serien;, Vul. 1., )..
«;i'>.
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" That any cause in nature is more permanent than its existing

and known effects, extending further, and about to produce other

and more instances besides what it has produced ah^eady, we have

no evidence. Let us imagine," he continues,
" the occurrence of

a particular physical phenomenon for the first time. Upon that

single occurrence we should have but the very faintest expecta-

tion of another. If it did occur again, once or twice, so far from

counting on another occurrence, a cessation would occur as the

most natural event to us. But let it continue one hundred times,

and we should find no hesitation in inviting persoiis from a dis-

tance to see it : and if it occurred every day for years, its occur-

rence would be a certainty to us, its cessation a marvel

What ground of reason can we assign for an expectation that any

l)art of the course of nature will be the next moment what it has

been up to this moment, i.e., for our belief in the uniformity of

nature ? None. No demonstrative reason can be given ;
for the

contrary to the recurrence of a fact of nature is no contradiction.

No probable reason can be given, for all probable reasoning

res[)ectiug the course of nature is founded upon this presumption
of likeness, and therefore cannot be the foundation of it. No
reason can be given for this belief. It is without a reason. It

rests upon no rational grounds, and can be traced to no rational

ju'inciple."

The real issue of such an argument is, perhaps, not

quite that which Dr. Mozley intended. But of this

presently. What we now urge is that Dr. Tyndall's

eloquent description of the majestic fabric of science

reared upon the basis which Dr. Mozley calls an

unreasoning impulse, is not precisely the refutation

which the above passage seemed to demand. We find

a most interesting and beautiful account given us of

the success which has attended scientific research

whenever based upon the fundamental assumption of
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a persistent order in nature. But what was required

was the ground of this assumption; and that Dr.

Tyndall does not give us. No doubt, when once the

persistency of that order is allowed, the process of

induction may be fairly characterized as a "welding
of rigid logic to verifying fact." But Dr. Mozley's

argument is that, in each and every inference which

goes beyond experience of actual cases, w^e are obliged

to assume, what we cannot prove, that a certain

relation of phenomena in nature "
is more permanent

than its existing and known effects, extending further,

and about to produce other and more instances besides

what it has produced already." The truth is, the

impulse of which Dr. Mozley speaks is so essential

to every rational application of our faculties, and is

acted u})on so much as a matter of course, that many
readers of his argument must have failed to apprehend
his meaning; because they could not to their own

consciousness dis.sociate experience from the under-

lying assumption which gives it all its value. Thus,

if asked why they confidently expect the sun to rise

to-morrow morning, they would reply that experience

])roves it always docs rise at its ])roppr time. Now
that is scarcely an accurate statement; fur the in«le-

tinite present tense is made to cover tlie unknown

future, as well as the past with which alone exp«inence

can deal. C'ertaiidy, within the raiig(» of ex[)orioncc,

the sun always /if(.s nf<eu at its pnjper time; and this

tlierefbre is matter of positive knowledge. Hut to-
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morrow morning is not within the range of experience;

and if we are sure that the inference from experience

will hold good, it is only because we assume the per-

sistent order of nature. It may be urged, however,

that this assumption of a future uniformity in par-

ticular cases is based upon a wide induction of in-

numerable manifestations of a universal order, and is

rationally proved thereby. It is not merely because

one phenomenon has happened innumerable times, that

we can confidently predict its recurrence; but because

all phenomena, when examined, are found to be governed

by regular laws, which make them under similar con-

ditions persistent. But this only throws the assumption
farther back in our mental history. For if it be granted

that, in any particular case, we infer the permanence of

one observed relation of phenomena because general

experience has shown that calculations based upon such

observations have always been verified; still when we

look to the future, and say that similar calculations al-

ways will be verified, we are assuming more than we
have proved

—that the order of nature is persistent. The

illustrious critic of Dr. Mozley's argument must have

been, of course, well aware of all that could be urged
on this point. And if he has given us no ground for

our confidence in the future persistence of natural

order, other than our observation that up to the

present moment it has been persistent, we may ven-

ture to believe that no other ground can be given.

But that ground is, as Mr. Mozley in efiect argues.
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simply an assumption that the future will be like the

present because the present is like the past.

The description of this assumption, as the result of

an "
unintelligent impulse," is perhaps unfortunate.

Our suggestion is that the impulse is one of those

predispositions which lie in the germs of rational life.

Tt is a part of the pre-established harmony between

the young soul and the world, of which the fonner

forms a part. It is no innate idea. It is no intuition.

It is, at first, a latent tendency which needs the

stimulus of sight to arouse it; but which, when

awakened, re-acts upon sight, and gives it form.

Undismayed and unrepressed by the chaotic con-

fusion of first observation, the predisposition to find

the one in the many meets the outward by an inward

light, and under its illumination the phantasmagoria

of the infant's world becomes the ordered universe of

the sage. Yet, as already hinted, the true issue of the

ar£rument would seem to ]»e verv diffcrfut from tliat

maintainiMl by Dr. Mozley. For confidence in the

order of the world being sustained in tlie last result

by a predisposition inherent in the rational soul, it is

that order—not miracles— wliich is matter of fiitli.

Miracles, on the other hand, must needs appeal to

sight; an<l all presumption being against them, must

be sustained by evidence whieh will bear dispassionate

criticism. Be; it observed tliat this does not at all

Ttecemanhj involve any conclusion adverse to mirai'les.

But, on any inter[)i-etation of the meaning of the word,
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and on any view of the spiritual history of mankind,

it must be admitted that miracles address themselves

to the senses. And therefore, to whatever extent our

religion is dependent upon miracles, presented immedi-

ately to our own perceptions, or mediately through

the historically established perceptions of others, to

that extent we walk by sight, not by faith. Still

there is, as we hinted above, a sense in which "miracles,

whether actually witnessed or received as credible,

may appeal to faith as well as to sight. But we are

not quite prepared to enter upon that yet.

Let us consider another instance of the effect Avhich

inherent predisposition has upon conclusions from

sight. As is indicated in Dr. Mozley's words above

quoted, and implied in Dr. Tyndall's criticism, our

confidence in the order of nature is made up of two

elements. We are not only predisposed to believe

that a phenomenon, which has presented itself a

hundred times under certain conditions, will be ex-

hibited also the hundred and first time if the same

conditions are renewed; but we are predisposed to

Hnd a reason for it in "a cause which is more per-

manent than auA^ existincr or known effects." We
need not insist at present upon the mere belief in

efficient causes. For it may be fairly argued that this

is simply the result of our experience that, in order to

produce any result, we must ourselves expend energy;

though even if that be admitted, the irresistible ten-

dency to im[)ute efficient force where we do not impute
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consciousness, would seem to indicate that there is

something more here than merely false analogy. But

what is more remarkable is the strength of our pre-

disposition to believe in the persistent existence, in

some form, of efficient causes, even w^hen their pheno-

menal effects are discontinuous. A simple race, who

see a quiet sheltered pool periodically disturbed by
some internal commotion, may believe that it is the

work of an ani^el who descends now and then for the

purpose. A more experienced observer will probably

suspect an intermittent spring. When the pool is

quiet, the sim|jlc people suppose that the angel is

^one back again to heaven; while the sceptic may
think tliat the subteiTanean overflow, havinjx been

exhausted, is cjatherinj^ its forces ao-ain. But both

alike believe in the persistence of the cause which

produces the |)eriodic effect. Neither imagines for a

moment that the productive force is created at each

recurrence of the [)henomenon, and absolutely annihi-

lated when it is over. And both alike believe—not

because they see, but because they cannot hul]) it—
because they are so constituted that they must regard

intermittent but regulai- jtlienomcna as dependent on

a ])ersistent cause. Similarly, wlun we hear ehxpient

natural philosophers di.scoui-sing on the regular opera-

tion of natural law, we always and necossiirily conceivo

of a pcrsisteMit force underlying it even when the

phenomena are disenntinuous and apparently isolated.

!*<'?liaps this is the stronger, a.s it is certainly the more
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rational element of the two, in onr predisposition to

infer the future from the past. The mere instinctive

expectation that a phenomenon, repeated a hundred

times, will recur the hundred and first time, may be

rightly described by Dr. Mozley as a non-rational

impulse; but, as Dr. Tyndall has admirably shown in

his criticism, "the scientific mind can find no repose

in the mere registration of sequence in nature." And,

as he farther goes on to show,—though without reference

to our point
—it is precisely this predisposition, to find

abiding power under changeful appearances, which has

been the highest inspiration of science. Indeed it is

just this predisposition which has invested recent

doctrines on the
"
correlation of forces

"
with a truly

poetic beauty. The eternity and the changeless suf-

ficiency of the one inscrutable Energy, which manifests

itself in ten thousand forms, answers to the dumb

lonorinof of the human soul; and we find in it the satis-

faction of centuries of desire. If, as we are told,
" the

material universe is the complement of the intellect,"
*

it is because it answers to certain inherent predisposi-

tions, as cold water to the thirsty soul. And these

predispositions, though awakened, are not given by

sight; they are its antithesis, absolutely necessary to

turn sight into perception.

As we have already observed, with the power of

such predispositions as these the will has very little

to do. Still, we can imagine that some daring specu-
* Dr. Tyndall, loc. cit.
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lations of the natural philosopher may require at times

much exertion of a feeling very like loyalty to the

order of the world. And here an element of volition

is introduced. For, however much the universal

dominion of a law, like that of gravitation, may seem

to us now a matter of course, there was a time when

the apparent complexity and various eccentricity of

movement amongst the heavenly bodies might well

have daunted the boldness even of a Newton. But

in the time of his reticence, between induction and

verification, the predisposition to find in the starry

maze one persistent, all-comprehensive force was

strong within him. He felt that the grand principle

which had dawned upon him rnust he the true one.

The difference between him and common men was

not so much any special strength in a predisjjosition

which is found in all alike, Ijut the sublime form in

which the
"
complement

"
of that predisposition had

appeared to him. The difference between him and

less daring pliilosophers was not only superior scien-

tific imagination, l>ut also the greater steadfastness

uf iuyal determination witli which, through all ap-

parent contradictions, he was faithful to the inward

liglit wliicli the outward fact liad enkindled. Like

Abiaham, he staggered not at the niagniticent promise

which he had Jioiird iVuui the stiirs; but was strunir in

his faith, giving the glory (^f ot<'rnal order to God.

And it was throuirh faitli, as much as throu-di si-dit.

that he laboured ami linally triumphed.
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But, when we come to apply the same principles

to moral and religious life, the range of the will is

enormously increased. It makes no matter at this

point what interpretation is given to the word "will."

At all events, the mental phenomenon commonly re-

cognized by that term is much more prominently and

constantly manifested in the effort to act up to

acknowledged moral principles than in the evolution

of sj^eculative ideas on the basis of a discovered natural

law. The maxim " be just and fear not
"

appeals to

an inherent predisposition to believe that whatever

inconveniences mav be associated with a rio-hteous

course, it leads infallibly to results of a higher kind

than can possibly be realized by unscrupulous expedi-

ency. But it is clear that faithfulness to this pre-

disposition is much more a matter of vigorous volition

than of intellectual consistency with theory. And the

emotions which it kindles in the beholder are corres-

pondingly different. For the admiration, which is

excited by Newton's speculative boldness, pales before

the sympathetic glow of loving reverence, which is

awakened by the heroism of the mai-tj^r. Socrates,

choosino- obedience to the divine voice within rather

than popularity, honour or life; and St. Paul mastering

the ano'uish of a breakino- heart with the words,
" none

of these thing^s move me, neither count I mv life dear

unto myself that I might finish my course with joy,

and the ministry which I have received of the Lord

Jesus, to testify the gospel of the grace of God "—such
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are the true types of f\iith
;
and in their undying power

over human hearts they testify its everlasting place in

the hii^her life of man.

We are now in a position to estimate the essential

sicrnificanoe of reliLi-ious faith, and the real meanino- of

its antithesis to sight; while, at the same time, we

may see our way to understand the possible existence

(jf a "
like precious faith

"
under endless varieties of

religious opinion. Accordin<T^ to the idea which we

are endeavouring to unfold, religious faith is steadfast

obedience to certain special forms of predisposition

whicli are involved in the adaptation of matured

humanity to the outward universe or
"
complement

of the ego." And the phrase "matured humanity" is

here used, not in the sense of adult manhood, but in

the generic sense of humanity as we know it. < )ur

theory does not re([uire us to sup})Ose that man was

suddenly created out of the dust of the ground; nor

yet that the predispositions, u})on tlie existence of

wliich we have insisted, were at some one point <>f

time miraculously connnunicated to some nunibi'i of

a previously brutisli race. No matter what may have

been the process l»y wliicli liumanity was dc\clo|>ed

from some unknown germ; as a present fact, these

predispositions are now actually a i»art of the con-

ditions wliicli allect the growtli of liumaii conscious-

nes.s. A""ain, wt- do not think our tluor\ is atiected,

wliatevi'r may be; the view preferred of tip' ]>roximate

causes wliich have gradually produced these predis-
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positions. For, if it be granted that inheritance

and transferred associations account for much that

was formerly regarded as strictly intuitional, still

there must be some reason in the living subject why
the influences of the outer world have produced such

results and not others. However long be the history

of that gradual creation, which, in men's theories of

the universe, is everywhere supplanting the old idea

of sudden miracle, still the two factors of the problem

exist; and we have no right to trace the whole of the

product to one of these factors to the entire exclusion

of the other. We say then that account for it as

we may—but, certainly, from causes which cannot be

exclusively assigned to the outer world—it has come

to pass that every germinant human life is char-

acterized by certain inherent predispositions, which

are absolutely necessary to make contact with the

world a human and not a merely animal experience.

We do not therefore imply any theological opinion

concerning the past histoiy of mankind, when we

assign to religious faith as its proper seat certain

forms of predisposition which we proceed to explain.

It will be understood, however, fi'om the very hypo-
thesis of the theory here advanced, that as sight is in

no case entirely independent of predisposition, so

faith everywhere requires sight for its awakening and

development.

Notwithstanding the amazing theological theories

engendered by a too literal interpretation of Biblical
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metaphor, it may be safely affirmed that no sooner is a

man capable of distinguishing moral good and evil,

than he feels instinctively, to use common language,

that ffood is stroni^er than evil, and must in the loner

run prevail. The inevitable and hopeless damnation

of the overwhelming majority of mankind has indeed

been ostentatiously, and even enthusiastically, pro-

claimed by perhaps the larger number of Christian

preachers. But it is certain that they have not seen

what their doctrine involves; and indeed have re-

<!:arded the flames of hell as a lurid emblazonment of

the trium})h of righteousness. Farther, the simple

conviction that God is stronger than the Devil has

uften been the turning point in a religious experience

which has barely escaped despair and madness. It is

true that here we may be supposed to find only re-

miniscences of certain Ciitechetical instruction concern-

ing
"
the attributes." But the warm feeling of loyalty,

which such an expression of confidence never fails to

kindle in the heart, seems to us indicative of a pre-

disposition far more prevalent
—tliank Heaven—than

any catechetical instruction. Nor again can we admit

that this inlierent tendency to recognize tlie superior

might and finally assure(l trimnpli of goodness, is at

all disj»roved l)y the melancholy of a dyspeptic con.ser-

vatisiii, never tired »»1" drelariiig tliat the country is

"going to the dogs." For in siieh gloomy propliecies

there is always a reserved «'Xj^ectiition, that after the

deluge rendered inevitable by a wicked liberalism, a
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time will come for the restitution of all things. In

fact, we do not believe that there lives a man, in the

possession of full consciousness and sanity, who can

realize to himself, as even possible, the final victory of

falsehood, cowardice, and injustice. Or at any rate the

toleration of such a conception does manifest violence

to some pre-established harmony between our moral

natui'e and the grand order of the world about us.

We have the resistless feeling that in being good, that

is, in rendering loyal obedience to the highest moral

sanctions which we know, we are more true to the

w^hole harmony of things than in disobedience
;
and

we are incapable of believing that such truth and

trust can find its final issue in discord, ruin and

destruction.

Such a view is of course open to the obvious

objection that the highest moral sanctions known to

barbarous or superstitious men are often base and

oTOvellino' delusions, which introduce discord and

misery into the whole relations of man to the world.

The Hindoo, who thrusts great hooks into his back and

allows himself to be sw^ng in the air thereby in

honour of his WT^"etched idol, is, it may be urged, most

loyally obedient to the highest moral sanctions that he

knows. So also is the Christian monk or nun, who in

honour of relio-ion does violence to the most beautifulo

affections of humanity. And this is very true. But

in such cases it is sisfht that is at fault rather than

faith. False opinions, engendered by false inferences.
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clothed by a glowing imagination in forms of terror,

and handed down from generation to generation

until they become like second nature, have distorted

the notion of goodness, and have therefore perverted to

false applications the predisposition of faith. But it re-

mains not the le-is true that this predisposition exists;

and inasmuch as it leads to self-sacrificing devotion,

it is in itself good and noble, however repulsive and

ignoble may be the forms of its expression. The

proper office of sight is to communicate that higher

knowledge, in the light of which the spectres of

ignorance dissolve away, while faith meets its true

object with the joy of the terrified dreamer when his

opened eyes meet the calm and quiet dawn. That

unsteady or uncritical sight may cheat us with false

ideas of goodness and truth is matter, alas, of universal

experience. But that justice and righteousness, when

once discovered, have not only right, but in the long

run, might and assured victory with them, is a con-

fidence universal as errors of opinion are various, and

suggests a predisposition which is as it were the matrix

of religious faith.

Now let us assume, what indeed no one can very
well deny, that in the prehistoric ages when men first

began U) wonder at the mysterious powers that move

the heavens and earth, they also began to realize, no

matter by what process, that moral sense which dis-

tinguishes amongst actions, not only the nscful and thr

injurious, but also the ri'^ht and the wroiiLT. It nun'
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be very true, at least it shall not be disputed here, that

the former distinction preceded the latter, and by some

process of development engendered it. That would no

more prove the two sorts of distinction to be identical,

than the probable development of our five bodily senses

by means of differentiations in one common susceptible

tissue makes sight and hearing to be the same. But

let it be granted that some specially injurious actions

began to have attributed to them the newly felt quality

of guilt or moral wrong. Then, in addition to the rude

penalties which society found a fresh satisfaction in

inflicting upon its treacherous or cowardly members,

this new moral sense, associating itself with the wonder

and awe already felt at the glory of day and the

terrors of night, would inevitably attribute a moral

significance to the action of the mysterious powers

above, around, beneath. It may of course be to a

certain extent fairly maintained that this genesis of

superstition, with its impersonation of strange or

fearful-looking natural objects, was due wholly to false

analogies between self and the world. But that

explanation is not exhaustive. For though it suggests

clearly enough the reason of the errors which a con-

fused and superficial observation imposed on the living

susceptibility to such impressions, it falls far short of

explaining the predisposition, without which false

observations of naturae would have been as barren in

the soul of man as they are in the brain of a beast.

The position maintained here is this
;
not that man
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was aboriginally gifted with an intuition of any

dogmatic truths of religion; but that in prehistoric

times he was characterized by a predisposition not only

to believe in the reality of an external world, and in

the persistence of the forces which animated its move-

ments, but also to see either in it or beyond it "an

Eternal Power not himself, making for righteousness."*

It is true indeed, that from prehistoric times we hear

no articulate voice; but yet the silent monuments which

are left us, such as primeval graves, with the hints they
contain of belief in an unseen world, would lead us to

think that many of the moral and spiritual ideas

which we find imbedded in the earliest literatui'e

had already been developed. In the Homeric poems,

as well as in the earliest records of Hebrew thous^ht,

we find clear traces of confidence in mysterious powers
which maintained the sanctity of truth and justice.

However fanciful Mr. Gladstone's discoveries of a semi-

chi'istian theology in Homer may l)e, he is fully

justified in appealing to the invocations which pre-

ceded solemn oaths, as a proof that, notwithstanding
all corruptions, the ethics of the heroic age involved a

tiiist in divine dominion as the final sanction of

righteousness. And of such a trust as this we main-

tain that it is impossi])le to give any reasonable

account which does not involve a predisposition

inherent in the very gorms of humanity. Sight or

observation, througli wliich that predisposition worked,
* Matthew Aruold.—ConihUl Mayaziney Oct., 1871.



1G6 ASSAYS. III.

and by wliicli it was developed, might often through

confusion, fear, or hasty generalization beget religious

opinions that might fairly be described as a belief in

devils rather than in gods. But the inextinguishable

vitalitv of the nobler confidence was shown in the

tendency to imagine, beyond the discordant councils

of Olympus or Tartarus, a grander, a more than

personal Power, which held gods and men alike in the

bonds of an inexorable fate. ^Mien therefore in those

old days, warriors or patriots were streng^thened in their

righteous stedfastness by reliance on the rule of the

gods, or of some still more comprehensive Power,

such men showed a force of character for which no

observations of moral order or accumulated experience

of progenitors could by any means exhaustively account.

Their will went with the predisposition to regard good
as stronger than evil; and so they exemplified the very
essence of religious faith.

To guard against any possible misinterpretation it

must be re-iterated here, that faith on this ^dew is

not any intellectual assent to the theory that good is

stronger than evil
;
but practical and voluntary loyalty

to a formative tendency which precedes every impres-

sion from the outward world. There is indeed a

feeling that on a scale more comprehensive than any
theoretic generalization can ever reach, good is the

imperial power, and evil the servile foe. But no

theory nor assent to theory is necessary to that loyalty

o^ soul which, regardless of consequences, acts out this
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feeling. And the legendary Curtius avIio closed the

gaping abyss by the sacrifice of himself, or Leonidas

and his Spartans exemplified this inmost vitality of

faith, if not in so spiiitual a form, yet quite as really

as Abraham or Moses. They served the right as they

knew it, and in their strong sense of its supremacy

they set no bounds to the sacrifices which the assertion

of this dominion might demand. Nor need we hesitate

to recognize the same spirit in the vehement words of

an illustrious modem philosopher ;

"
I will call no

being good who is not what I mean when I apply that

epithet to my fellow-creatures
;
and if such a being

can sentence me to hell for not calling him, to hell I

will go.
" * For such words amount only to the

strenuous assertion that wrong and unreason have no

claim to infinite power; and that even were the whole

s])here of the knowable proved to be ruled by them,

still true loyalty of soul, rather than obey, would

submit to their apparently hopeless cm'se, in the iiTe-

pressible consciousness that there is a larger heaven,

and a gi*ander reign beyond. In a word, we insist

that tlie vital essence of faith, though like every

mental and moral afi'ection impossible of realization in

abstract simplicity, lies not in any form of opinion

which may clothe it, but in the energy of a voluntary

devotion to the best ideal known.

Such a notion of faith is manifestly consistent with

every ordinary ap]^lication of the word, except that

Mill'H " Exuininatioii of Ifuiuilton," p. 103.
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arbitrary theological usage, wliicli makes it equivalent

to special religious opinions. For when we speak of

keeping faith with one another, we mean that we are

loyal to the trust which we repose in each other.

When in the gospel we find " the weightier matters

of the law
"
reckoned as "judgment, mercy, and faith,"

the context assures us that not theological belief but

loyalty of soul is meant. And when we speak of a

man's faith in the divine government of the world,

we do not refer to any special theory he may have

about the mode of that government, but rather to the

constancy and courage with which he acts out his

predisposition to recognize the imperial supremacy of

right over wrong. The New Testament usage, no

doubt, enables us to understand how the teclinical

theological application arose. But St. Paul's language

about Abraham, ah^eady referred to, and the whole

chap. xi. of Hebrews, would go to show that the really

precious element in the primitive Christian idea of

faith was just a loyalty to the better instincts aroused

by any manifestly divine message. That message

might be conveyed by sight, or by sound, or by in-

ward vision, by witnessed miracle, or credible report.

But it was not the sight, nor yet assent to reported

sight, which constituted faith; it was obedience to

those better thoughts which the miracle or message
aroused. Certainly the two elements, of intellectual

assent to the evidence of sight, and of loyalty to the

predispositions which sight awakens, are often and
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very naturally mixed up together in the New Tes-

tament. And so St. Paul makes a hearty assent to

the report of Christ's resuiTection equivalent to saving

faith.* But a study of the tenor of his writings shows

that, in this passage, he must have imparted into that

act of intellectual assent the whole impassioned energy

of loyalty and love with which such an assent was in

his own experience indissolubly associated. And it

was the latter element, not the former, which gave to

this assent the preciousness of faith.t

It is not proposed in this essay to trace out all the

relations of faith and opinion. Such a subject would

fui'nish materials for a lengthy treatise. Sufficient is

accomplished here if we have made good the position

which we assumed at starting, that faith and sight,

so far from being mutually exclusive contraries, are

never separate, and are absolutely essential the one

to the other. Predisposition is never wakened but

by sight; and sight is meaningless save as predis-

position re-acts upon it. In the next essay we shall

try to show what is the bearing of such a position on

the religious perplexities of the time.

It is enough to observe in conclusion here that, if

* lioiiiana x. 9.

t This instance shows iu what sense a miracle, wlielher actually

witnessed or believed on evidence, might appeal to faith. The

mir.icle itself is indeed iu no sense a legitimate object of faith
;

but as an object of sight it might awaken j)iedispositious which,

being loyally followed by the will, may be sup])osed to result in

a higher spiritual life.
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our view of the relations of faith and sight be just,

we do grievous wrong to the former when we attribute

its keen winged force to the dull credulity which be-

lieves the greatest wonders on the least evidence.

And equally do we mistake its nature when we con-

found it with the judicial mind which weighs pro-

babilities and decides for the descending scale. For

events, whether present or past, appeal to sight, not

to faith; and yet sight can do nothing with them

without appealing to faith for help. For faith is

voluntary loyalty to the predispositions which have

the authority or sanctity of a mystic origin in the very

roots of our being. Thus sight gives us colour and

form; faith alone can give us an outer world. Sight

gives us recurrent phenomena ;
faith alone forms them

into the Cosmos of eternal order. So sight, our own or

that of others, presents us with words, and deeds, and

linked events of history eloquent with divine purpose ;

but it is faith only that catches the purpose, and finds

in it
" the true God and eternal life." Not the man

then who most readily credits the stories of the past,

but the man who most courageously acts out the

lessons of real events is the true type of faith. Not the

man who most confidently asserts the miracles of

Chi^ist is necessarily the most loyal soul; but rather

he who, seeing the vision of Christ as it dominates

the past two thousand years, most boldly acts out the

love of truth, and the consciousness of an omnipresent

God, which the vision awakens in the heart.
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It is related of a deservedly famous nonconformist

preacher, that an admiring hearer, in praising his

pastor to a gentleman credited with latitudinarian

opinions, said
" Our minister is very liberal, sir

; very

free indeed,—except, of course, in fundamentals"
^Vhat the worthy deacon—for such I believe he was—
includetl in his list of " fundamentals

"
I do not know;

nor for our present purpose is it of any import. But

in treatiiii^ them as of course excluded from anv free

handling, he unconsciously touched on a very critical

and even vital issue, which the present, or perhaps

rather the coming, age is boimd to work out to the

end. And that issue is the (piestijm how far religion in

the sen.se of spiritual litr, or, as it has been called,

"saving i'aitir' is dcju-ndent u])on tlio stability and

certainty of any ]»articular o^jinions. The thought

which that good man a little awkwardly exj)re.ssed

was of coiu'se something like this;
— there are Bumo
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opinions which are matters of indifference, such as the

significance of the imprecatory psahns, or of the Song
of Solomon; and on such matters it is a virtue to

think freely : but there are also ideas essential to the

faith, such as the infallible authority of the Scriptures,

or the doctrine of the Trinity ;
and on these it is a vice

to think freely. This is merely an expression in plain

words of an attitude of mind very common at the

present day, but which has none of the conditions of

equilibrium or permanence except one—if it be one—
and that is arbitrary wilfulness. For it involves the

necessity for di'awing a line which shall separate

essential opinions on the one hand from non-essential

opinions on the other: a line which in practice it is

found impossible to keep permanent or clear. For

instance, a man who at one period of his life di^aws

that imaginary line at the doctrine of justification by

faith, may afterwards remove it to some special form

of opinion on the divinity of Christ. But if, when his

idea of standing or falling faith is at this point, he

should be asked whether in his view Unitarians have

any chance of salvation, he will almost certainly reply

that he hopes so; and that for his part he rather

thinks they will. At the same time the admission

only shows how obscure and unsatisfactory even to

himself is the line that he has drawn to mark off" the

doctrines essential to salvation. For, as he strongly

holds that "without faith it is impossible to please

God," he must believe that his Unitarian friends have
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in some way or other this saving faith, although they

deny what, according to his rule, is an essential element

in it. Men of ordinary intelligence, whose views are

gradually enlarged, not by the logical development of

any recognized principle, but by the ])ractical necessi-

ties of social life,* do not care to ask themselves what

is involved in their charitable admissions. But there

are others who want to know whither such admissions

are takini^: them, and how far this unlimited latitudin-

arianism of charity is reconcileable with the retention

of Christianity in any form. Candour will not allow

such men to ignore the fact that the Gospel, if it is to

be judged by its original documents, has a reverse side.

For if it is a message of salvation in one aspect, it is

certainly a message of condemnation in another. Nor

is this in the least surprising in a religion which insists

with divine authority on the need of moral reforma-

tion. But that, which excites uneasiness and repug-

nance in the judicial severity of Chi-istianity, is the

undeniable fact that, in the New Testament, condem-

nation is denounced against no sin more conniionly or

more unrelentingly tlian against that of unbelief

And nothing can be more unsatisfactory tlian the

amiable platitudes with which some writei*8, enveloped

*
111 some circles of society there may atill survive here ami

there an interesting specimen of the tine, oM-fjushioned sectaries

who would lauj,'li, joke, and exchange ]»iiiuant auec(h)tes with

un])elievers who.se speedy consignment to a horriMe fate was a

matter of devout faitii. Jiut they are surely dying out.
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in a roseate mist of sentimeEt that obscm^es stern facts

whether past or present, enlarge upon the tenderness

of the Gospel towards those " who follow not with us,"

while they conveniently forget the patent truth that

from the beginning to the end of the Christian Scrip-

tui^es, belief is associated with salvation, and unbelief

vnth its opposite
* The first expedient therefore of

more candid doubters is to insist that the amount of

intellectual belief necessary to salvation is strictly con-

fined to a very few essential doctrines. Then follows an

earnest effort, comparatively easy at fii^st, but always

more painful as the process of compression proceeds,

to reduce the "fundamentals
"
of religion to the lowest

possible denomination. And if the associations were

not so solemn, there would be something ludicrous in

the thought that multitudes at the present day are

askino' themselves "What is the smallest amount of

dogma that I can hold with safety to my soul, or at

least consistently with a retention of the Christian

name ?
"

Such a condition of things is surely a recluctio

ad dbsuTclum of the notions usually entertained con-

cerning the place of opinion in religion.

But farther, whatever distinction be di'awn between

fundamental and comparatively indifferent doctrines;

*
Compare 1 Cor. i. 18

;
2 Cor. ii. 16 ;

iv. 3
;
Gal. i. 8, 9. It is

perfectly certain tliat St. Paul had a mind and heart incapable of

mere sectarian narrowness or intolerance ;
and with him the

moral element in faith was snpreme. But still it cannot be

denied that he treated the rejection of his main doctrines as

morally sinful.
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or however small be the compass wdthin which the

former are reduced; still, on the ordinary notion of

religious faith, some propositions are left such as are

necessaiily dependent on historical evidence or logical

proof, but belief of which is required, as a condition of

salvation, from people who have no understanding of

either. There are thousands ofyoung men whose intel-

lects are just sufficiently awakened to feel that opinions

received only by tradition can hardly be called personal

opinions at all. They are exhorted from many a pulpit

to be "
fully persuaded in their own minds;" they are

told they should be able "
to give to every man that

asketh them a reason of the hope that is in them." Yet

many of the questions, upon which they are expected

to be fully persuaded, depend on issues of historical criti-

cism, about which they are quit^ incompetent to form

any satisfactory or manifestly final opinion. CuiTent

(opinions, for instance, about the Person and the work

of Christ are abs(jlutely dependent for their support

on the authenticity of the gospels as commonly re-

ceived. When, therefore, the prevalence of contr(j\ crsy

on this latter subject forces on a young man of ordinary

education the conviction that the authenticity of the

sacrt'd narratives is at all events not quite indispu-

table, it is inevitable that some modification must be

made in his certainty concerning the dortiincs in-

volved. It is of no use to urge that on such niatti-rs

lie shonM be satisfied with the reasoning of tht- lK.'st

critics, just as lie is content to adopt the views of

M
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Grote or Niebuhr on Greek or Roman History. For

first, lie is called npon to decide who are the best

critics; and next, there is no question of salvation or

perdition, or, to put it more mildly, of religion or

irreligion involved in his opinions about the character

of Cleon, or on the nature of the inspiration derived

by Numa from Egeria. In such matters as these a

very slight preponderance of probability is sufficient

to determine opinion; and opinion so formed may be

held with perfect contentment, even where it is suspec-

ted, that farther light on the subject might altogether

change its character. But where present spiritual

life, nay, even eternal blessedness, is thought to be de-

pendent on the formation and retention of a right

opinion, the case is very different. In such a case it

is sm^ely impossible to rest content, unless the bases

of belief are felt to be absolutely impregnable. We
receive little comfort in general from the assurance that

faith is not the same thing as theological opinion. For

those who give us this assm^ance always assume that

some theological opinions are necessarily involved in

faith, and that without them faith perishes. But this

leaves unassuao-ed the old achino* desire to know what

these opinions are, and on what impregnable gTounds

they rest.

It is common to advise men of doubtful minds to

hold their childhood's faith until they know some-

thing better, and to depend for present evidence upon
their practical experience of the moral power exerted
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by their earlier religious views. There is perhaps no

fault to be found with such advice properly inter-

preted; except this,
—that it is totally inconsistent with

the notion that any opinion whatever can l^e necessary

to salvation, or indeed to the "
faith which worketh

by love." For, to say nothing of its equal applica-

bility to doubting and ignorant Mahommedans or

Buddhists, to whom we may well suppose their re-

ligion to have been at least the best moral inHuence

they have known; the assumption, by way of hypo-

thesis, that a certain religion is true, is not like

assuming the correctness of a mathematical quantity

for purposes of calculation. In the latter case no

process of reckoning is in the least aftected by the un-

certainty of the hypothetical quantity. Addition, sub-

traction, multii)lication, and division can be as surely

carried un with a quantity the value ofwhich is acknow-

ledged t(3 be doubtful, as with one which is exactly

known. Not so with the moral and si)iritual activities

of life. Here a suspicion of unreality in the actuating

motive must necessarily weaken every spiritual func-

tion arising out of it. But if "justifying faith" in-

volves any element of opinion, this latter must l)e thi;

Ixjlief tliat some statement of doctrine or of historical

fact is absolutely, or at any rate, sultsUmtially true.

What sort of energy, then, or warmtli or zeal, can

tluTc l)e in a faitli wliich is only an expirinu'ntal

assumption^ Or how can 1. "in the iinnost parts,"

reiraiil as true that which the unsilcncc'*! whism'r of
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reason assures me is utterly uncertain ? I can act as

if it were true : that is, I can frequent the assemblies

and ceremonies of the Church with an outward show

of devotion : I can utter words of prayer while I

doubt whether there is any heavenly ear to listen: I

can imagine the gratitude which ought to be shown, on

the supposition that a great sacrifice has been made for

me, even if to me this should seem only the one poetic

dream amidst the dreariness of a defunct theology,
—

the one beautiful bow in the clouds that have drowned

a world: I can lend the influence of example and

liberality to Church action, which, if its basis were

only sound, would seem the very energy of God's life

in the later phases of creation. Nor need there be any

hypocrisy in all this while my mind is in suspense.

But meantime, if the faith that justifies and saves is

in any sense, or to any degree, dependent on certainty

of opinion, I am unjustified, unsaved, and beyond the

pale of redemption. And in the event of my death

without a change, even the most charitable true be-

lievers can hardly adjudge me to instant blessedness,

without some confusion or even stultification of their

ideas about redemption by faith.

In reference to this subject, one notorious sign of the

times is the comparative ill odour into which creeds

have fallen, not only amongst the sceptically inclined,

but also amongst those, if such there are, who never

had a doubt in their lives. The faith of this

generation in Christ as Savioui' and Lord is on the
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whole not less strong, while it is in some respects nobler

and more spiritual, than the faith which animated our

fathers three hundred years ago. But at that time it

was the fashion to draw out expressions of this faith

in the form of creeds which contained many doctrines,

all urged as of equal authority, and with the same dog-

matic distinctness. Take for example the articles of the

Anglican Church, or as at once more nobly and more

terribly significant of former Protestant feeling in

Great Britain, the Westminster Confession. Those

creeds were once regarded as of the most solemn and

weighty importance for the preservation of true

religion. Yet, to say the least, they have fallen into

desuetude now. * And why ? Because practically it

is being discovered that the most earnest piety is quite

compatible with the denial of various articles contained

therein. Or, in other words, they confound faith and

opinion, a confusion of which in these times we are

growing more and more impatient.

The same tendency is seen in the rapid enlargement

of the conditions of church communion. Of this the

Anglican Establishment does not afford so apjiosite an

illustration as the Nonc<jnf<)rniist Churches outside of

it. For the le<ral conditions mulcr which the Estab-

* In ICn^'land, many noncimformist places of worship contain

the Westminster Confession in their trust-deeds. But I know

\>y experience tluit the assumption of otlice by the minister may
he jirecede 1, not by a signature of the creed, but by an express

reputliation of it.
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lisliment exists have brought ecclesiastical discipline

to a dead lock. And the practical absence of any
conditions whatever of communion is not so much the

result of any intelligent latitudinarianism, but rather

of the indifference of the ultimate law-makers, the

parliamentary electors, who have ceased to take any
interest in national Church politics except in regard to

the question of disestablishment. The liberty which is

boasted by the " Broad Church
"

party, as the glory of

their legal position, may be regarded from the un-

believers' point of view as triumphant evidence of

popular indifference. And however this may be, it

seems that a freedom, which results not from the dii'ect

influence of popular religious life, but from the power-

lessness of congregations and Church courts, can hardly

be reckoned, except very indirectly, as any indication

of widespread intelligent conviction. I regard the case

of the nonconformist communities as more in point,

because they are perfectly at liberty to be as narrow

as they please. Their churches exist only by the

co-operation of individual zeal. They can make what

terms of communion they like. They can alter them

at their pleasure. And if, while there is no appearance

of any decay of religious life, there is generally speak-

ing a growing latitudinarianism in their terms of

communion, they afford (perhaps without knowing it)

proof demonstrative that a gTOwing realization of the

distinction between faith and opinion is one of the

most striking characteristics of the Christian conscious-
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ness of the times. That there is a marked progTess in

this respect, any one who thinks the history of Non-

conformity worthy of the slightest attention can easily

satisfy himself.

Hardly fifty years ago the members of the same

communion amongst nonconformists * were expected

to exhibit an almost entire uniformity in their theolo-

gical opinions. Substantially only one opinion was

permitted on the inspiration and infallibility of the

Bible. All the points of Calvinism were considered

to be binding on every candidate for admission to

"the Church;" and the whole system of opinion dis-

tinctive of the communion was regarded as vitally

connected with "
saving faith." But every one knows,

or at least every one who cares may know, that the

case is widely different now. Certainly people of the

most varied views on the nature and extent of inspira-

tion readily unite together in one communion. And

within the limits of the denominations which formerly

were exclusively Calvinistic we can now find all

modifications of doctrine, from high Calvinism t to

* It may be thought tliat tlie Unitarians are forgotten, hut

thi.s is not the case. Their means for maintaining uniformity
are different from those of other denominations; but they have

been no less strenuously used.

t A curious illu.stration of the graduated condition of modern

Calvinism once fell within the experience of a nonconformist theo-

logical student, sent out from his college to preach at a village

chajK'l. A young man who came t(» meet him at the railway
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what used to be called with an ill-deserved emphasis

of contempt "rank Ai^minianism." It is true that

these denominations are for the most part very jealous

of any freedom in dealing with doctrines which they

consider fundamental. And the name, "Unitarian"

as an offensive weapon serves very much the same

purpose as the epithet
" Ai^minian

"
in the last genera-

tion. But there is hardly the same confidence in

using it. The position may be illogical, but it is

significant. It is not to be explained by vague phrases

about the growth of liberality. For the question

naturally arises, how is it that earnestly religious

people feel that they have any right to be liberal where

their fathers were so stern ? They are not less zealous

and eager, perhaps not less intolerant, where they

suppose the interests of vital godliness to be concerned,

than their most puritanic ancestors. And how is it

then that on some questions they are so much more

indifferent? The only answer is that they have

diiven farther than their predecessors the distinction

between faith and opinion.

Another illustration of the same tendency is the

quiet manner in which questions between science and

scripture are settled, or contentedly left unsettled.

station was very curious to know the precise altitude of doctrine

which might be expected by the congregation on the Sunday,
and by way of emphasizing the importance of the subject, he said

to the student, "Yo' seen sir, some on 'em likes it high, and

some on 'em likes it low
;
I likes it middlin' high myse'n."
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Wby is it that geological deductions and speculations,

unless perhaps when they hint at Darwinism, now

excite no alarm? Most people who knoAV anything

about it are ready to acknowledge that, so far at

least, whatever may be their hopes for the 'future, no

satisfactory method has ever been suggested for recon-

ciling the early history of Genesis with established

facts. But in these times there are very few whose

faith is at all distm^bed by the acknowledgment. How
can this be explained? They hold opinions directly

contrary to the manifest meaning of the details of the

Mosaic story. True, they may profess to hope that

some inconceivable mode of interpretation will here-

^ter, with sweet violence, woo the sacred words to

say the very opposite of what they seem to say. But

meantime such people hold their opinions on the

eai-th's story independently of the Bible, nay, in the

teeth of the only interpretation they dare put upon

the Bible. And if they feel no uneasiness, it must bjB

because in their inner consciousness there is far more

recoa'nition of the true relations of ftiith and opinion

than they would like to acknowledge in words. Their

faith Hings to the creative Majesty wliich sliines from

the pages of Genesis; but as to the o})ini(»ns accident-

al! v associated therewitli thi-ou<^h the traditional Mosaic

cosmogony, these are (piictly drop]HHl.

Tlic sninc thing is true, tliouL;li pcrha])-; in a less

de«a*ee. in reference to the oi)inions whieh orthodox

theology seems to iniply as t<> the time of man's appear-



186 USSAYS. IV.

ance on tlie earth, and the dealing of God's providence

with our first progenitors. It might have been sup-

posed that the faith usually associated with evangelical

opinions would fijid it impossible to sm^vive the shock

occasioned bv the sublimation of the alleojed historical

fall of man into an imaginative myth, or an idealized

summary of human probation. The proof that man

existed ages before the earliest date which it is possible

to assign to Adam, is felt to throw the whole historical

system of evangelical opinion out of gear. Nor can

any labom^ed theories about the place of pre-Adamite

man in creation and grace, restore the convenient com-

pactness with which history was formerly arranged for

pm^poses of theology. Here, again, there are those

who hope with a fond steadfastness almost pathetic,

that some way will be found of bringing Adam back

from the ideal world to a material garden, and to

actual, though apparently impossible, rivers. But mean-

time the insuperable difiiculty of taking up his prede-

cessors into the view of history which he represents,

and an inevitable revulsion from the thought of extrud-

ing them from the human history to which they so

plainly belong, have force enough to dislocate the

whole system of opinion previously held. And if a

man in such circumstances retains, as so many do, his

cherished evangelical faith, he is a fresh illustration of

the variable relations which a fixed faith may bear

towards changeful opinions.

Nor is it only by scientific or logical processes that
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opinions are thus detached from faith. The moral

feelings which faith has educated often outgTow beliefs

on which her authority has seemed to insist. The

savage massacres of men, women, and children, re-

corded in the book of Joshua, and honoured by tra-

dition as a sacred work inspired by the Word of

God, are a burden to the hearts and consciences of

the most fervent believers in Him who said,
" he that

hath seen me hath seen the Father." Such records

are usually treated as the proper object of faith,

because the authority of God is expressly quoted for

the terrible deeds described. And the difficulty

of reconciling them with divine goodness has even

been regarded as a salutary exercise of faith. Yet

in the case of the sons of Rizpah, who were cruelly

slain for a crime in which they had no share, good Br.

Adam Clarke felt the exercise to be too hard
;
and he

cut the knot T^y denouncing the passage as an inter-

polation. Such a mode of procedure, adopted without

the slightest manuscript authority, or a single really

critical reason, he considered to be perfectly consistent

witli his reverence for the Bible, and his faith in the

Christian revelation. But in doing so, he raised an

issue l)etween faith and opinions about the Bi)>le, which

cannot in these days be dropped, as he dropj)ed it, with

a complacent assurance, that "
still tlie gi'eat foundation

of God standeth sure, and is sufliciently attested by hi^

own broad seal of consistency, truth, antl holiness"*

* Chuke's Coimueutarv ou 2 Sam. xxi.
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This is in effect to say,
"
I have a strong faith in the

religion of the Bible
;
but my feelings and my conscience

assure me that this particular passage is corrupt."

What if another man shall say,
" my critical inquiries

show me that the passage is as genuine as any other;

but my feelings and my conscience assure me that it

is low in moral tone, and false where it refers to God" ?

Is the former opinion only to be considered consistent

with Cliristian faith, and the latter as a proof of infi-

delity? If so, it can only be because the Christian

faith is thought to be inextricably bound up with a par-

ticular opinion as to the infallibility of the Bible, not as

the Book exists at the present day
—for that is denied

in either case—Ijut as it existed at some former time

in a purer form, now entirely irrecoverable. There

are really many who do in their hearts fear, that

if the infallibility of this once existent but now

vanished Bible be given up, there is an end to

Christianity. Surely it would be well to look this

question in the face. And it is strange that so many
excellent people, of good general intelligence, fearless

in politics and strong on the vital power of moral

principle, persist in shirking the issue as they do.

The real reason probably is this, that the issue is

one which widens out until it embraces the question,

whether any opinion whatever is absolutely essential

to faith.

But the pressure of this confusion as to the relations

of faith and opinion, is felt far more acutely at the



IV. THE ESSENTIAL NA TVRE OF RELIGION. 189

present time, in regard to questions of New Testament

history. As a crucial instance, let us take the crowTi-

ing event in gospel story, the resurrection of Christ.

After the death of Chevalier Bunsen, a somewhat sharp

controversy was held as to his opinions on this subject.

On the one hand it was contended that he had held

only a spiritual or visionary resurrection, and on the

other it was ui'ged that he had maintained a sound

belief in a literal resurrection of the Lord's earthly

body. But the point on which I would fix attention

is this, that the controversy was conducted with a

warmth which seemed to imply that the illustrious

scholar's moral character was in question. The one

side appeared to feel that they were making a damag-

ing accusation; and the other that they were defending

him not from a misinterpretation, but from a slander.

Such a case necessarily leads us to ask, what is the

relation between justifying faith and opinions as to

the nature of the resurrection? The grandeur of the

effects produced by the event,—whatever its real char-

acter may have been,—the comfort it has given, and the

light which it has been felt to shed on the mystery of

liuman life, give the reappearance of Christ to his dis-

ciples after his deatli an altogether exceptional import-

ance. Without it, to most minds, succeeding Christian

history is wholly unaccountable. But there are those

who think otherwise; and if ordinary views on tlie

connection ot" i'aith and <>|>iiiinn arc valid, ("Inlstian

believers liavc only two modes of regarding such men.
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Either their opinion is dishonest; or we must condemn

them for a conscientious conclusion.

I know that most of us endeavour to avoid both

horns of the dilemma. In a confused sort of way we

impute to them a mental condition which is both acute

and blind, and a moral state of sincerity and insin-

cerity equally intermingled. We reflect that "the

heart is deceitful above all things;" we remember that

there is no deception more complete than self-decep-

tion; and we complacently illustrate our argument by

examples of impostors who have come to have a

o:enuine belief in themselves. Without doubt there

have been instances of abnormal mental or moral states,

which we can only pictui^e to ourselves in some such

confused way. The gTeatest liar I ever knew had a

face so meek and innocent, and met the gaze of

scrutiny with eyes so cahn, that I could not help

thinking: he had a " conscience void of ofience." But

then in such cases we generally feel that there is some

morbid element in the constitution. There is some

obscure disease analogous to kleptomania, some latent

madness not uncommonly associated with extraor-

dinary powers. But sm^ely, unless we have fallen into

such a condition ourselves, we cannot sincerely attempt

to account in such a fashion for the opinions of all

who deny the historical reality of the resurrection.

There are men of thoroughly health}^ nature, of at

least fair critical judgment, and of unimpeachable

integi'ity, who, after earnest investigation, come to a
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conclusion opposite to our own. In such cases chari-

table confusion will not serve our purpose, and—
always supposing the ordinary hypothesis as to the

relation of faith and opinion to hold good
—we must

inevitably accept one alternative or the other; either

we must impute to them some insincerity, or we must

condemn them for an honest opinion.

But, to look at the question from another point of

view, can it be maintained that the evidence which we

have to offer in favour of oui' own opinion about this

great event is such as to force upon us any unnatural

or strained hypothesis to account for the unbelief of

others? When we bear in mind the fragmentary

character of the historical records handed down to us,

and the apparent discrepancies which have exercised

the ingenuity of haiTQonists—when we consider that

the synoptic narratives, which generally agree very

fairly, present in their testimony to the resuiTection

most important ditlerences, while one of them, that of

St. Mark, appears originally t(^ have recorded nothing

more than the discovery of the deserted toml),—when it

LS added that the Fourth Gospel givesan almost entirely

new selection of appearances, while St. Paul's testi-

mony differs from all alike—surely it cannot Ix) con-

tended that the historical evidence is such as to make

<liscussion iin|)o.ssiM('.
( )f coui*se each iMtclligeut be-

liever lias hi.s own way of meeting these ditliculties.

But where is the man, T would not say so ign«)rant of

historical criticism, but so deficient in common sense,
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as to deny that there are any difficulties at all ? One

ma}^ remind himself that the Apostles had no notion

of preparing affidavits to serve as legal evidence after

their death. Another believer will be quite satisfied to

think that the discrepancies were left, as an exercise of

faith, by the Divine Spirit who dictated the naiTatives.

One may reflect that notes of oral teaching, such as he

takes the synoptic gospels to be, are not likely to be

exhaustive or precisely accui'ate in their record of

events
;
and remembering how the excitement of un-

usual occmTcnces confuses observation and memory,
he may think it no gi'eat marvel that these gospels

should be more divergent here than an}"\vhere else.

Another believer will insist that a superintending

inspiration has made the various narratives supple-

mentar}^ one to another. Similarl}^ all have their o^ti

methods of accounting for the additional accounts

contained in the Foui^th Gospel and in 1 Cor. xv. But

all think there is something to be accounted for; all

feel there are difficulties to be met. Nor can it be too

bold to affii^m that were these scanty records the sole

material for the formation of opinion, the case for the

affirmative would, to say the least, scarcely be very

strong. So far, then, as the question is one of original

documentary evidence, it can hardly be maintained

that disbelief is so unwarrantable as to prove a bias

against the truth. But, whether consciously or not, we
do most of us rest oui' belief on quite other grounds.

We say that Chiistian life and history are gi'eat facts,
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which seem inexplicahle apart from the resurrection.

Granting the imperfect nature of the New Testament

records considered in themselves, yet nothing in all

history, sacred or profane, is more clearly established

tlian the fact that the men who had been companions

of the Lord in Galilee and Jerusalem did, immediately

after his final disappearance from the world, declare

that he had risen from the dead, and that they had

seen him since his crucifixion. Still further, it is

established with ecjual certainty that this testimony

of theirs was accompanied Ijy an outburst of moral

regenerative power such as the world has never seen

before nor since. This peculiar influence which pos-

sessed the souls of the A})ostles, and raised them above

all ordinary human motives, was not any new philo-

sophy, like Buddha's, nor any sacred wrath against

idolatry, like Mohammed's. It was something for the

like of which history might l)e searched in vain—
something, the inward experience of which can unl}-

be described in the words of St. Paul—"the power of

God unto salvation." But one of the most charac-

teristic notes of the experience of this strange spiritual

force was its constant and invetci'ate a.ssoeiation with

tlie announcement of the resurrection of the trreat

Teacher. It was the })<>wer which (lod "wnuight in

( 'hrist wheFi llf laised him from tlie di-ad;' it was

"the power of ( 'Inist's resurrc'ction;" to realise it was

to
"

I'ise with ('lii-ist;" and in liiiii the lirsl-tVuits,

the whole coming rac<' awake to newness of lite, jus

N
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the whole spring is embodied in the first blade above

the ground. More than that, the Life lives yet. God

has shined in our hearts too,
"
to give the light of the

knowledge of the glory of God in the face of Jesus

Christ." And all our noblest thoughts, all our most

searchino: motives, all our keenest emotions are con-

sciously, vitally connected with our recognition of the

crucified and risen Christ as
" the brightness of God's

glory." Now, unless the Apostles did in some real

sense see their Lord after his crucifixion and buiial, we

hold, with St. Paul himself, that it would be impossible

to acquit them of false witness, or, in plain words, of

deliberate lying ;
and such is our inveterate and most

righteous association of falsehood with impurit}^, that

it is impossible for us to believe the regeneration of

the world to have originated in a lie. It is, then, the

moral argument, organically bound up in general

Church history and actual Chiistian life, which affects

us far more than any inference from a criticism of the

oriofinal documents considered in themselves.

Still, on a review of all the conflicting evidence, it is

impossible to condemn those who think that the whole

argument points to a conclusion different from that

which is ordinarily assumed by the Church. When it

is borne in mind that the one appearance of which

alone we have direct and indubitable personal testi-

mony, that to St. Paul, was manifestly visionary
* in

* By this word I do not mean unreal. In my own view there

need be no doubt that the impression of an outward and visible
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character; and when it is remembered how strenuously

he insisted that the manifestation of the risen Saviour

to him was of precisely the same value as the mani-

festations to the other disciples; it is, to say the least,

unreasonable to charge with wilful blindness all those

who believe that the appearance of Chi^st after his

glorified preseuce was distinctly made on the brain of St, Paul,

and was the result of a really divine inspiration. "VMiether it

should be called miraculous or not is another question. But if,

as a divinely-ordered step in the development of a higher religion,

St. Paul was made to have such a strong inward realiziition of

Christ's spiritual majesty, that this projected itself in the form of

an outward vision, as was the case with Col. Gardiner
;
what does

it matter whether we call it miraculons or not ] In the sense of

being unusual it vyis miraculous. In the sense of producing an

extraordinarily intense aj)prehension of a divine presence which

is never absent, it was miraculous. But if it is in^sisted that no

view is satisfactory which <loes not admit a suspension of known
laws of nature, it is the duty of those who thus insist to point

out precisely what laws of nature they conceive to have been

suspended. L)oes any one really think it reverent to suppose
that a physical frame, so far terrestrial as to be capable of making
audible vibrations in atmospheric air, hovered, in defiance of

gravitiition, in the noon-day sky ? Either the |)henomena were

])hysical, or they were not. If they were, we ought at least to

Ije able to form a distinct concejjtiou of them, and to put it into

words. Would it be reverent to conceive the actual Ixniy of the

Lonl jK)ised in the air \ But if the phenomena were not physical,

there is only one other alternative ; they were mental, projected,

we may l>elieve, under a really divine impression, from within

outwardly, not from vitlioul inwanlly. It neetl
sc-aix:ely l)e

j)ointc'd out how iiicourtistent any physical ap|K'amnce would l)e

with the rfpreSL-nU'i^iou in the Act** that the {K'rsunal preseuce

was realized by St. Paul alone, au<l not by his fellow-traveileiu
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death was entii^ely of a spiiitual nature. That such a

hypothesis has its difficulties is most true. But so has

every other. And all that I urge in this place is that

where the question at issue, put it how we may, is

after all a choice of difficulties, it is scarcely consistent

with the claim of om' religion to universality, that it

should condemn as perverse and irrehgious the adoption

of all conclusions but one.

There is one way of meeting such perplexities which,

as it has been adopted by some of the best and ablest

men of om" o^vn times, has natm'ally attracted much

attention
;
and as it is proclaimed with a sort of

generous scorn for the misapprehensions of religion

betrayed in the above reasoning, has inspii'ed much

confidence, especially amongst the young and ardent.

This may be called without offence the Broad Church

method. It consists in a deprecation of all mere

opinion on religious doctrines, and an insistance on

self-abasement before the glory of the truth. Accord-

ing to this view it is not any personal belief, mine,

yom"S, or his, which is of consequence ;
but only that

comprehensive truth, of which they are all alike

imperfect apprehensions. No doubt there is in such a

suggestion a pregnant hint of what will some time be

recognised as the very soul of religion. But mean-

while it must be conceded that there is much in what

enemies say of this Broad Chui^ch method. For there

is a vagueness about it which gives us great difficulty

in determining what precisely is its interpretation of
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the religious life. Perhaps we may be told that the

tiTie position is the denial of the possibility of any

precise interpretation. Still, if it is not my thoughts

about the truth, but the truth itself which is of conse-

quence, one natm-ally asks what is the relation which

is here suowsted between the individual soul and the

object of its devotion ? If there is no sort of relation,

our case does not differ from that of beasts
; while, if

there is such a relation, it must be somehow expressed

in consciousness. But that expression is precisely our

idea or belief, which may be inadequate indeed, but

which is yet the only means whereby the truth can

command om* loyal submission. And if it is a know-

ledge of the truth, which constitutes religion, then

piety is on this theory, as well as on the other,

dei)endent on correctness of opinion.

The feeling of vague inadequacy which is excited by
the " Horious insufficiencies

"
of Broad Church theolo^^'

is however converted into dumbfounded amazement

when we are pointed to ancient creeds as the grandest

symbols of the truth. And no veneration for the

gi'cat qualities of our teachers can alleviate our l^e-

wil<l(.'rment when we are tf)ld, tliat what we had vainly

tliought to l)e contradictions, absurdities, or impossi-

bilities in the ancient d(jcuments of the Church, should

rather V>e accepted with thankfulness as a rebuke to

our self-o])inioiiativeness, and as a solemn lesson on

the inferiority of our naiTow conceptions to the intiiiite

coiiq)reheiLsiveness of Uk; truth. Creeds like tluit
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attributed to Saint Athanasius, whicli bear in every

word the stamp of a narrow aim to define the limits of

right thought by a lawyer-like exactness of phraseology,

are appealed to as a majestic reproof of the substitution

of opinion for religion. With the purpose which

such gi^eat teachers have in view we may feel the

profoundest sympathy, because we take that purpose

to be the ultimate emancipation of spiritual life from

bondage to any opinion whatever. But for the method

which they propose to us we may have nothing but a

confession, often unaffectedly moui^nful, of an utter

incapacity to comprehend it. The thought which

underlies a good deal of Broad Church doctrine on this

subject seems to be, that divine truth has shone out

impressively but fragmentarily in a number of canoni-

cal books and established formulas, all of which,

however they may confound our notions of fact or

possibility, are to be accepted, not indeed as infallible,

but as complementary one of another, and of our own

insufficient opinions. Now it may well be that a

very genuine humility and a very generous sympathy

inspire sentiments such as this. But in the present

age that will not exempt them from curious criticism.

And we cannot help asking why this broad view

should be limited to canonical books and estaUished

formulas ? If it only means that what is commended

by a wide and concurrent testimony of human experi-

ence should be treated with respectful attention, we

may admit the force of the observation
;
while at the
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same time we cannot avoid remarking that it is equally

applicable to the Koran or the Vedas, and to the

formulas of the religions which they represent. If

on the other hand it is urged that all utterances of

religious experience, and all forms of worship, and all

creeds. Christian or heathen, have germs of truth which

we should do well to scrutinize, there is a good deal to

be said also for even so extreme an assertion. But to

winnow the chaff and dust from the grains of truth is

surely the work of individual judgment. Or if the

Christian books and forms of belief have pre-eminent

claims to be a divine revelation, the ground and extent of

these claims must manifestly rest on sufficient reasons,

of which each mind made the object of appeal is neces-

sarily, under whatever responsibility, the judge. Tims

the Broad Church method, of spurning individual

opinion in comparison with the glory of the truth,

would appear to differ only in vagueness from the

common bluntness of sectarianism which connects

salvation with the formation of right opinions. Nor

d(jes it make any diticrence if a Divine Person be

substituted fur the truth, as the olject of adt^ring

subinissi(m. For here an o])ini()n of startling and

portentous import is at once involved. And it cannot

be denied that some gi*eat and good men, wliose

disintc*roste<l l<»ve of truth, or whose hiiih character

non(! but ])igots would challcngr, have insisted that the

attributi(»n of a literally })ers()nal (which nuist mean

Imuian) mode of being to the Supreme Majesty is a
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daring presumption, analogous, though on a grander

scale, and with a better motive, to the treason of the

Parisian M?enads, who would not tolerate the distance

separating their sovereign from the familiarity which

ended in contempt. Now, either here in the insistance

on the literal personality of Almighty Power, we have

an opinion which is absolutely necessary to religious

faith, or else that faith can exist apart from any

opinions whatever, except such as are merely the

judgments uttered by moral sentiments.

Another device of liberal theology to evade the

terrible conclusions involved in ordinary notions

of justification by faith, is the interpretation of

salvation and perdition, not as permanent states of

happiness or misery, but as opposite moral conditions
;

in one of which the soul realizes eternal verity,

and by that contemplation is purified from self-

worship; while in the other the soul is wholly involved

in temporal accidents, itself the centre of them all. It

is often difiicult to judge how far the representatives

of this school of thought identify that eternal verity

with certain great theological opinions. On the one

hand their sympathies sometimes appear unHmited by

any considerations of belief or unbelief On the other

hand the enormous importance which they attach to

venerable formulas and creeds, notably to theological

conceptions of the Trinity and the Incarnation, would

seem to imply that some of these conceptions are, if

not identical with, at any rate the only portal of
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everlasting truth. Now, if any sucli theological

opinions are indispensable conditions of that present

divine life in which men gTasp eternity, the horror of

an ever-enduring punishment of false opinion may
indeed be eliminated; but it is still dithcult to see how

the blessings of the highest spiritual life can justly be

made dependent upon correctness of opinion. On

tJiis view, it would seem that however earnestly a

man may aspire after purity and goodness, he cannot

know the Ijliss of eternal life unless he can force his intel-

lect to a possibly repugnant conclusion. It is no consola-

tion for him that to others such a conclusion appeal^

in the highest degree rational. Such a fact is rather

an aggravation of his sufferings. For he is not consti-

tuted so as to see things as they do. It appeal's

therefore that if he would but "make his judgiiient

bUnd," aU would be weU
;
and because as an honest

man he dare not do so, he is excluded from the

blessedness vouchsafed to others. It is simply the old

inc(jngruity of danuiation for o|)ini(m over again, only

in a more subtle form, that mocks us with the })ietence

of a solution. Nor is it of any avail to teU us, as

indeed we are told l)y advocates of the older super-

stition, that false oj>iiiioiis are always dangerous, and

in many atiiiii-s of life V)ring some curse after them.

This is in<leed most true; and is rightly urged as an

inducement to niak*,' tlie Ix'st u.se nt' (»iii- intellectual

]>owers. ]>ut on tlie other hand, in regar«l to all tliu

lower acti\ities of life, it is generally held that the
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consolations of religion are always available for those

who have done their best and failed. A man who by
a well-intended but mistaken transaction loses his

fortune, may humbly believe that his aims have been

set aside by the gi-ander purposes of God. Nay, even

a man who has lost his opportunities by arrogant

self-will, may in after humiliation own his punishment
to be just, and find some healing by his acquiescence in

the righteous government of the world. But here

only, in that divine life which is the true "balm of

hurt minds," the oil of joy to involuntary giiefs, and

even the antidote to the sting of sin, involuntary errors

of judgment may bring down a curse, than which no

greater can be visited on unpardonable sin,
—the loss

of eternal life. It may indeed be true that God has

implanted in the heart certain instincts, which if they

be loyally followed, lead each man to the highest life

possible for him; it may be true that in every in-

genuous heart there are strong predispositions to a

reverence for the Majesty half-revealed and half-con-

cealed in creation; it may be true that for want of

loyalty to such an inward law many a man too heed-

lessly wi^ongs himself, and shuts himself out from the

shrine of the universe. But it cannot be for one

moment contended that any such inward law points

unmistakably to doctrines like that of the Trinity or of

the Incarnation. Yet liberal theologians, in their pro-

fessed contempt for external evidences, often seem to

proceed on the assumption that if a man wiU but
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follow the light within, especially as its indications

are modified by carefiLlly-placed mirrors of culture,

he must needs become a Broad Churchman. If he

does not, it is the disloyalty of indifference which has

seduced him into pathless wilds; or perversion of

vision which has misguided him into the naiTOwly-

walled gardens of the sects. But if, on the other hand,

such vag-ue expressions of liberalism when plainly in-

terpreted mean, that salvation in its noblest sense

cannot be conditioned on the adoi)tion of any opinion

whatever, then here indeed is a clear field, on which we

may examine without hindrance the essential nature

of religion. But the distinct expression of such a view

would scarcely be consistent with the authoritative

maintenance of the creeds and ai'ticles of the Church.

It may occur to some readers of these pages that in

the present state of opinion a good deal of this dis-

cussion might well have been spared. The notions

witli wliich we have been dealing belong, it may be

urged, to a day gone by; and though the words which

embodied them may remain, the feelings answering to

them are iiTcvocably dead. Tliat this is so to a vt'iy

large exti-'iit amongst the thinking portion of religious

people has Ix'cn alivady admitted. Diit it is not so

with the unthinking numbers, who form, of coui'se, a

very large majority. And it never will l)e so with

these, until those who think for themselves have the

courage to speak according to their tluMights, and not

according to the suppo.std necessities of a time which
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really needs nothing so much as plain speaking. And this

plain speaking is especially demanded from all who be-

lieve that the spirit of Christianity can survive the de-

stmction of the letter. It would be invidious to refer to

any special illustrations of the tendency here deplored,

nor is it necessary. For almost all spoken and ^vritten

discourses, professing to be sermons for the times, con-

tinue to adopt a style of exliortation which is wholly

incongruous with, the changed position of the exhorters.

Still we find
"
faith

"
most inconsistently demanded

for historical events, which are no more the proper

objects of faith than are the hydrogen flames in the

sun. For either those events are proved according to

the best canons of historical criticism, or they are not.

If they are, common sense, not faith, dictates our be-

lief; while if they are not, credulity, not faith, receives

them. To keep up the confusion, these same discourses

treat the events of Biblical history as though they

were necessarily exempted from ordinary rules of

evidence, and needed to be approached quite differ-

ently from any other events, with a disposition to

];)elieve them even on insufficient evidence. We are

pointed to simple saints, and unlettered men of trium-

phant practical power, who have proved the benefit of

believino- even without understandino^ the evidence at

all, but simply from the force of spiiitual experience;

while yet not the slightest attempt is made to show that

this spiritual experience necessarily involved the reality

of the historical events. The ^\Titers or speakers of
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these exhortations often do not themselves believe in

Uie infalliLle accuracy of the accounts from which they
derive their knowledge of the events on which they
insist. They thus admit the right of private judg-

ment, and do not pretend to draw any line of limita-

tion beyond which that right becomes a wi'ong. And

yet they seem to insist on connecting faith, that
"
power of an endless life

"
with historical opinion

about events concerning which they themselves do not

know where imcertainty ends and certainty begins.

The same confusion is sometimes exhibited where

there can be no question as to the wish of the teacher

to speak distinctly his whole meaning; wdien we are

told to bear in mind that there is a knowledge by faith

as well as a knowledge by observation. In illustration

of this remark we may venture to quote from a series

of three sermons, preached before the University of

Cambridge, the following passage.* "Man W(nild, in-

deed, be the most absurd of all animals if, wliik' he

has strivings and longings after a spiritual world,

there were no ascertainable relation betwe(Mi him arnl

that world. The pr)sition that there is a knowledge
which is of faith as well as a kn(>\vled<re of the thiii<^

we see just ex})lains man to hiniscU'. Ih/ faith we

understand.'' Whethfi- the woid kiiowledL^e is uscmI

in two different senses in this pas.sage, we are not told.

*
"Creed, or No Creed.

"'

Three Sermons preaiiunl In'fore the

Uuiveniity of Cam])rid;(i' in Octoln-r, 1871, l>y J. li. Peai-sc>n,

y[..\., Cambridge. iKigiitun, licll, & Co., IsTI. Cf. p. 53.
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Perhaps the author thought that a sufficient distinction

is suggested by the different descriptions,
—" know-

ledge which is of faith
"
and "

knowledge of the things

we see." But this is a difference in their soui^ces only.

The one knowledge springs from faith; the other from

observation and comparison. It would have facilitated

our understanding of this distinction if the preacher

had told us precisely wliat he meant by faith;* whereas

he seems to assume that the notion is equally distinct

with that of sight. In the inevitable perplexity which

ensues, we are obliged to try whether the difference

between the objects of the one knowledge and the

other will help us. Now it would appear from the

connection, that one object of the knowledge by faith

is an asccrtainaUe relation l^etween ourselves and the

spiritual world. But sui'ely the epithet "ascertain-

able
"

suggests intellectual processes of investigation,

comparison, and distinction, such as would make the

result very much like the other sort of knowledge

which we derive from sight. Again we find that in

words which must appeal to every heart, however we

may be dissatisfied with their logic, our instructor

describes it as a function of faith
''
to accept a creed

which tells of a divine incarnation of humanity and

an atonement of our nature with the divine." t

* In a previous passage (p. 40) it is described as
" the highest

act of reason in which the varied powers of knowledge and feel-

ing and will blend their several notes," &c. But this is scarcely

what we want.

t Page 58.
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There is such an earnestness of purpose in this

preacher, that it may seem almost cold-hearted to stop

and ask precisely what he means. But the necessities

of the religious crisis impending are such that no half-

criticisms will serve us. ^\Tiat, then, is the "divine

incarnation ?" If it is anything dependent on the

reality of the miraculous conception, it is a matter for

strict historical investigation; hut that is surely not a

function of faith. It is of no use to urge that the con-

clusions of two differently-disposed men, judging the

same evidence, will be coloured by their susceptibilities

and desires. We know they will; but that is just what

we insist ought not to be. A man has no more right

to accept insufficient evidence of the miraculous concep-

tion because the doctiine depending on it appears to

him beautiful, than he has, without adequate proof, to

accept the legend of William Tell as historical, because

the story gives such a glow of romantic interest to the

emancipati(jn of Switzerland. The fundamental ques-

tion in each case is, Did the thing happen or did it not?

Ifwe have evidence enough to answer in the affirmative,

it is, as I have endeavoured to show elsewhere, not a

matter for faith at all; it is a fact ascertained by intel-

lectual observation. Whereas, if we have not evidence

en(jugh to proVL' theaffiimative, faith can no muresu]>ply

the lack thiui it can brid'^e the al»vss between us and

the moon. To no puipose is it urged that probability

forms an element iu such (piestions, and tli.it this is

measuiL'd by faith; as when 1 maintain my absent
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friend's honesty, even on doubtful evidence, because I

trust him. For this assumes a knowledge of the plans

of the Most High, the claim to which would be impious

were it not well-intentioned, and condoned by the un-

thinking sympathies of piety. What an extraordinary

circle of reasoning such assumptions establish ! Succes-

sive generations of mankind are told that God has

worked certain wonders for the purpose of revealing

His character. They form their ideas of His nature

according to the suggestions thus given. And when

at last some one asks how we know that these things

really happened, the answer is, that the evidence is not

quite conclusive, but every one who rightly appreciates

the divine character will feel that they are extremely

probable.

On the other hand, if the "divine incarnation" is

something which does not depend on the reality of the

miraculous conception, it is difficult to say what it can

mean, unless an extraordinarily glorious suggestion of

the divine background of existence by means of a

human person. For, to spepvk of the embodiment in a

human shape of a hypostasis of the Infinite Being, is

to use words to which avowedly no rational conception

is attached, and which are used upon authority in

deference to an alleged revelation supported by certain

historical credentials. Here we are brought to historical

criticism at once. We are bound to decide according

to the evidence; and as before, it must be insisted that

this is not a function of faith at all, but of intellectual
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observation, which, for all moral and spiritual purposes,

may be classed with sight. But if the less theological

description of the divine incarnation, given above, be

deemed sufficient, it is manifest that the sense in which

this is accepted, must be entirely dependent on the

sufficiency or insufficiency of the evidence to give a

really historical picture of Christ. Let the issue be

clearly understood. Our argument postulates neither

the truth nor the falsehood of the memories and doc-

trines which are represented Ijy preachers as objects

of
" the knowledge which is of faith." It only insists

that either alternative must be determined by eviden-

tial considerations with which faith has no more to do

than it has with the multiplication table.
" The know-

ledge which is of fjiith," turns out to have objects which

are not only presented to the intellect, but must be

judged entirely by the intellect, before they can possess

any validity. But no more can be said concerning the

"knowledge of the things we see;" and the alleged con-

trast appears to be one of those distinctions without a

difference which are the cause of endless confusioi).

The ti-ue antithesis l)etween faith and sight we have

endeavoured to ascertain in a previous essay; and the

application of the ideas adopted there to the confusions

here pointed out is obvious. For events certified by

the intellect apjx.'al to faith for their ultinuite signiti-

Gince, just as much as the external world does, or the

regular succession of |)henomena. I hit that significance

cannot l>e formulated by metaphysical theology, nor ]>v
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ontological speculations on the person of Christ. It is

realised by the excitement of predispositions in loyalty

to which we trust, the supreme moral order taking

form in our consciences as love and righteousness. But

to maintain that this loyalty is unattainable, except

on condition of adopting intellectual conclusions, the

gi'ounds of which leave room for doubt, is contrary to

experience, and scarcely reverential towards the divine

government of the world.

It is time to bring to a point this preliminary

discussion, in order that we may enter upon the more

positive treatment of our subject. From what has been

said, it results that if religion is universally possible,

not to say universally binding, it must be consistent

not only with freedom of thought, but with any possi-

ble issue of a conscientious use of that freedom. A
universal religion cannot make any creed whatever

binding upon us, except that which it does not create,

but finds involved in, yet needing evolution from, the

constitution of the human mind. Revelation there

may be
;
but in as far as it is dependent upon evidence,

it cannot rightfully demand assent as a duty, where

two divergent conclusions are honestly possible. Facts

of the gi^andest religious significance there may have

been
;
but the ascertainment of such facts is the work

of critical judgment, not of faith. And if their deepest

significance is only apprehended by faith, this is a

characteristic which they share with all the phases of
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creation. But faith there must be too; not the weak-

ness which regards credulity as a virtue, T)ut the loyalty

of soul that trusts, even where it cannot trace all their

issues, the predispositions which are the re-action of

the heart upon the infinite mystery of life.

From this point of view, however intimate may he

the connection between faith the persistent energy,

and opinion the varying form, of religion, the two

must be fundamentally distinct. And though it would

be as difficult to imagine faith entirely abstracted from

opinion as it would be to conceive animal life apart

from some organic form, yet the one ought not any
more than the other to be confounded with its various

modes of particular expression. Hence the importance

of the distinction between faith and sight. For

opinion is almost always of the nature of sight,

expressing the result of our own observ^ations, or else

of the observations of others
;
while on the other hainl

faith is the energy of a loyalty to certain predisposi-

tions which we recognise more or less distinctly as laws

of our being. There are indeed instances—such as that

of our belief in an external world, or our assertion of a

causation beyond mere succession,
—in which faitli

does undoubtedly generate opinion. But this is only

an illustration of that sort of p(jlar antithesis according

to whicli faith and sight mutually create one anothci.

For these opinions just mentioned are evidently tlir

legitimate pr(»jection of inherent jtredisposition <>n

tlie field of outward observation. And if it sliould 1 »•
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alleged that this principle is equally applicable to those

opinions about historical revelation, which are here

maintained to belong to sight rather than to faith, the

answer is ob\'ious; for faith does not create its object,

neither does it supply the place of eyes, or ears, or

reason. A\'liat faith does is simply to give, in loyal

obedience to an inward law, a certain interpretation

or subjective form to outward objects perceived by

appropriate faculties. But faith cannot supply the

gaps of historical e^'idence
;
no more than it can give

increased power to a defective telescope or microscope.

And if on the other hand the historical evidence is

complete, it needs no confirmation from faith. Yet, if

it is insisted farther that what is wanted is not confir-

mation, but interpretation; the answer is that faith

will deal with such events precisely as it deals with all

the myriad objects which under its intuitions grow to

the vision of a divinely-ordered world. Faith will

not have one rule of interpretation for events in

Palestine, and another for events in Greece. One old

world memory may indeed be more suggestive than

another to the predispositions which faith obeys. But

those predispositions lead us, as we have seen, rather to

everlastino' order than to miracle : rather to a universal

and eternal manifestation of God than to any excep-

tional divine communications. That strange events

have happened, pregnant with spiritual significance,

and seeming to mankind like a special effbi-t on the

part of God to break through the baniers of sense, it
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would l3e rather folly than arrogance to deny. But

the reality of such events it is no part of faith's yn-ero-

gative to estahlish. That must depend upon the

evidence which they can present to sight.

In the pages which here follow, it wdll he my object

to suggest an idea of religion such as is not only con-

sonant with the view already taken of faith, hut is

also consistent with that principle of continuous

development, which is more and more recognised as in

some sense the key to the whole progress of creation

and of man. To all who estimate rightly the

significance of those signs of the times mentioned

above, no definition of religion can be satisfactory

unless it sun*enders all distinction Ijetween essential

and non-essential dogmas ;
unless in fact it is capaljle

of embracing within its scope every conceivable ojjinion

that can by any possibility be conscientiously held.

Nor must this condition of conscientiousness be

naiTOwly interj)reted, as though, for instance, I covertly

implied the exclusion of so-called atheistic opinions

from an occasional though certainly paradoxical con-

nection with religious feeling. For what is usually

meant by atheism is not necessarily any denial of the

measureless life that throbs at the lieart of the world ;

but simply the rejection of this or the other theism which

is ]>roi>osed for accej)tance. If, amongst a trilnj of

Calibans, the only god proclaimed were Setebos
; any

one who denied him might well coiisijU-r himsi'lf an

atlieist; and y«^t the reason for his atheism might l)c,



:>U FSSAVS. IV.

iKjt any want of appreciation for the wonder of the

world, but a deep feeling that there is far more in

existence than such a theism can account for. And if

some of the tribe should add to the attributes of

Setebos those of Jove, still such a recusant might feel

that the power manifested in the world was something

grander far than could even by imagination be imper-

sonated in such a form. Of such essentially religious

atheism we shall hereafter see a remarkable example
in Lucretius. Nor is it irrelevant to remind ourselves

that a Pagan generation could not conceive the spiritual

religion of Christ as anything but atheism. But

should it be objected that the ideas noAv prevalent

of the Divine Government of the world leave no excuse

for such an anomalous position as that falsely attributed

to Socrates, and actually adopted by Lucretius, we may
venture to remark that such an objection greatly

under-estimates the stupendous vastness of the subject;

and fails to make any sufficient allowance for the

infinite variety of aspects under which it may

appear to different finite minds. However we may
account for it, there can be little doubt that there are

at the present day those who are atheists only in this

sense, that they deny every particular theism on tlu

ground that it is an inadequate expression of the mys-

tery of being. And that can be no profound religion

which is without any sympathy for a position like

this. Yet there is undoubtedly, as I have urged ia

another essay, a sort of atomic atheisTu which, intel-
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lectually at least, amounts to a denial of either the

need or the possibility of religion. If a man can really

tliink that the glory of the universe is explicahle on

the hy[)othesis of little indestructible and eternally

dancing points of matter, which have no deeper reality

within or beyond them
;
then certainly religion is in

that man an incongiTiity, but it does not follow that

he will be wholly destitute of it. For I do not for a

moment believe that any man can really think any
such unthinkable aljsurdity. He may think that he

thinks it; Init that is all. What he really means is that

there is no farther explanation i^ossibh, however much

it may be needed
;
and therefore he calls his atoms

the ultimate explanation of the world. But that does

not liinder him from many a moment of reverie, in

which he recognises in the universe some nameless

Unity that awes his spirit to a silent worship. It is

not the only instance in which inconsistency is

salvation.

Now these extreme illustrations of the working of

that ])rinciple, above enunciated as the outcome of the

religious dirticulties of the time, ought to hel]) us tn

some positive apprehension of what the essence of

religion is. For even tlie atheist, in the loneliness of

that desert frr)ni which all brifdit emlxMlimonts of

spiritual afi'ections have jierished, still feels the myst^'rv

and the might of the iKmndK-ss daikness that o]tpres.ses

him. The human mind chafes like the sea a^'ainst all

temixdarv bniiiids. I^Nti\- new 1\--discovered cause
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invites speculation into the regions beyond it; and

every fresh generalization suggests still grander views

of the unity of the world. Nor is it possible to con-

ceive the existence of a race properly human, without

some germ of the sense of spiritual mystery which so

rapidly widens out into an apprehension of that Infinite

•' whose centre is everywhere, and whose circumference

nowhere." But such an apprehension involves the

feeling of dependence, subordination, the craving after

harmony with that larger Power which is dimly
discerned. And it is in this distinctively human

apprehension which, while faintly discoverable in the

humblest, remains in the highest humanity whoUy
unresolvable into any forms of the logical understand-

ing, that we must seek the essential nature of religion-

Following the suggestions of great teachei^,
^ but

carefully avoiding the snare, into which some have

fallen, of confounding religion with philosophy on the

one hand, or with morality on the other, we may
define religion as being in its essential nature an

endeavour after a practical expression of man's con-

scious relation to the Infinite. By our conscious

relation to the Infinite, I mean that indefeasible sense

of ultimate substance and all-sufficient power, which is

the main subject of argument in the essay on the

Philosophy of Ignorance. And if the word "
Infinite

"

should be unfortunate in its suggestion of a final effort

at metaphysical abstraction, such as is impossible to

* See especially Schleiermacher,
" Ueber die Eeligion."
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simple minds, yet it has the advantage of a kind of

fluxional significance, expressing the successive removal

of limits in the aspiration after that ultimate mystery

which is beyond all thought. The simple savage, who

wonders at the unseen but mighty wind that streams

from unknown realms of power, has already the germ
of the feeling which inspires religion. All I ask is

that the phrase "conscious relation to the Infinite
"
may

be accepted as including every stage in the develop-

ment of this consciousness, just as the name of a plant

includes the f:cerminatino' blade as well as the fiTiit-

Ijearing maturity. This being granted, what constitutes

reliefion is not the intellectual formulation of that con-

sciousness; for this is properly the work of philosophy.

But religion aims rather at expression in the language'

(^f the heart. And if I use the epithet "practical," it is

not because I would confine the idea of religion to

deeds of devotion or acts of w^orship, though these an*

necessarily included
;
Imt because the term seems best

to emlirace both such manifestaticms of religion, and

also that inward energy which in contemplation yearns

after the suj)reme good. For religious contemplation,

thouirli in its lii'diest form it mav be ])assive ratlu-r

than active, is yet practical in this sense, that it is a

williiiirhood to lose selt'-w ill and self-love in the jrlorv

of (}od.

[ proj)ose tlien to show how such an lilca of religion

is not only applicable to all tlu' forms in which religious

life is manifested, however divergent theo]>inions asso-
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ciated therewith, but is also consistent with the de-

velopment of religion through all its stages offetishism,

symbolic idolatry or nature-worship, and prophetic sys-

tems. For these are all the stages that can be distinctly

recognised; and even those, if we could examine them

closely enough, would probably be found to melt into

each other more gradually than is supposed. Only let

it be distinctly understood that the reality of a divine

impulse is assumed throughout. For if the evolution

of religion be a normal phase in the development of

mankind, there must be at the root of it that grand

and measureless Power which is the inevitable, even if

nameless, complement of the conception of evolution.

That the reality of my profession will be allowed, I can

perhaps scarcely dare to hope; and yet in justice to my-
self I must profess that it is simply in the interest of the

divine life which has been the noblest inspiration of

history, that the views of this essay, and of all the

others in this volume are advanced. Nor is this a use

of language in any non-natural significance. If indeed

any champion of a rigid creed does in his inmost soul

regard the intellectual acceptance of that creed as

identical vjith divine life, then there is no doubt but

that the ideas here urged are utterly and fundamentally

hostile to his position. But I have never known such

a position to be assumed. On the contrary, men of

every creed with one consent maintain that, though the

belief of certain doctrines is necessary to religion, yet

it is not to be identified Avith religion, because this is
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of the heart and not of the head. Religion, they say, is

the " love of God shed abroad in the heart
;

"
or it is

"righteousness, peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost;" or

it is that reconciliation to God which gives a conscious-

ness of a filial relation : in any case it is not a cold

intellectual opinion, nor a system of formal ceremonies
;

but a warm, bright creature of earnest life, praying,

praising, mourning, rejoicing ; blessing and regenerating

the world. Now that is precisely the general idea, the

essential significance of which forms the subject of this

argument. Certainly any definition of religion, or any
view of religious history, which would deny the pro-

found reality of communion with God, the significance

and power of prayer, or the sacred fire of evangelic zeal,

must necessarily fall far short of the evident demands

of fact. All evolution implies a divine Power; but the

peculiarity of religious evolution is that it has to do

with the dim apprehension of that Power in conscious-

ness, and with the ])hases of increasing elevation and

pui-ity through which this conscious apprehension has

passed. With these explanations we may now proceed

to maintain and illustrate the compreliensiveness of

the definition given above.

^Ir. Hurbei*t Spencer luus been much blamed by

many religious tliiTik(>i-s for making the rcoonciliation

l)etween science and religion to lie in the recognition

(HI l.otli sides that "the Power wliicli the Universe

manifests to us is utt4jrly inscruta lilt '.'"* Vet those

* " First Pniici|)leH."
—

(lajt. ii., p. Ki.
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who most strenuously object to this suggestion are in

the constant habit of quoting, with reverential awe,

many words of Scripture which declare the unsearch-

able mystery of God's nature.
" Canst thou by search-

ing find out God? Canst thou find out the Almighty
unto perfection ? High as heaven, what canst thou

do ? Deeper than hell, what canst thou know ?"
* Such

words as these are in familiar use to I'ebuke the arro-

gance of philosophy. But when philosophy learns the

lesson, its humility is condemned as wilful blindness.

Yet the form of the sentence quoted above from Mr.

Spencer, especially as coming from a writer whose

every word usually deserves to be weighed, might
have suggested tliat there is more room here for the

germs of religion than is commonly supposed, at least

by defenders of the faith. That any mere confession

of mystery, apart from the efifect of that mystery on

certain inherent spiritual predispositions, is in itself

sufficient to constitute religion, I do not for a moment,

allow. And it is much to be lamented that manvt
who approach the problem of the universe from the

intellectual side, too often suffer themselves to be so

prejudiced by the timid intolerance of ecclesiasticism,

that they do not sufficiently weigh the significance of

* JoIt X. 8.

t I know of no reason for the application of this remark in

the case of the writer quoted, whose language is always reverent.

I refer, of course, to the school of thought with which liis name
is usually associated.
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the moral power attached to genuine religious emotions.

But this ought never to deter us from recognizing the

principles which we hold in common with them, though

we may have been in the habit of expressing those

principles in a more emotional, and therefore perhaps

in a less accurate form. Now " the Power which the

universe manifests to us
" must at least be an element

in consciousness in such a manner as to keep us con-

stantly aware that the world does not explain itself,

and that everytliing, when we try to lay hold of its

inmost reality, loses itself in an infinite exhaustless

source for ever prolific in finite life and beauty. In

accordance with this, I have elsewhere tried to explain

how a true philosoi)hy of ignorance retains, as an in-

destructible element in a fairly matured human con-

sciousness, an apprehension of something beyond all

fragmentary existence, the Absolute Being, at once the

only true su1)stance, and the One which constitutes

tlie phenomenal world a Universe. But since man-

kind are so constituted that in one form or another

this sense of an ultimate positive mystery is, whether

perceived or not, mixed up in all their thouglits, wliilc

it occasionally shows itself with portentous energy ;

it is inevitable that attempts should be made to give

practical expression to the feeling. And in such efforts

we have the very first germs of religion.

That this sense of an ultiniate invstcry as a ]>ositive

elcnu'iit in lile is not impossible to uncultivated races,

may be shown by tlie following extract quoted ly Sir
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John Lubbock from M. Arbrouseille, a French traveller

in Africa. The latter mentions a conversation which

he had with a Kaffir, named Sekese, on the subject of

the Christian religion:
—

"Your tidings," said this uncultivated barbarian,
" are what I

want, and 1 was seeking, before I knew you, as you shall hear

and judge for yourself. Twelve years ago I went to feed my
flocks

;
the weather was hazy. I sat down upon a rock and

asked myself sorrowful questions ; yes, sorrowful, because I was

unable to answer them. Who has touched the stars with his

hands—on what pillars do they rest ? I asked myself. The
waters never weary, they know no other Jaw than to flow with-

out ceasing from morning tiU night, and from night till morning;
but where do they stop, and who makes them flow thus ? The

clouds also come and go, and burst in water over tlie earth.

Whence come they
—who sends them ? The diviners certainly

do not give us rain
;
for how could they do it ? and why do not

I see them with my own eyes when they go up to heaven to fetch

it ? I cannot see the wind
;

but what is it ? who brings it,

makes it blow and roar, and terrify us ? Do I know how the

corn sprouts ! Yesterday there was not a blade in my field,

to-day I returned to the field and found some
;
who can have

given to the earth the wisdom and the power to produce it ?

Then I buried my head in both my hands."

This pathetic story is surely very true to that

essential humanity which rises to thought when we

contrast men with the brutes
;
and it may be said to

describe the spiritual origins of all religions. The result,

in this instance, does not seem to have been more than

the sadness of baffled speculation. But in reality it

was far more; for the subject of these thoughts was

brought to a condition of susceptibility, in which any
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message like that of Christianity was welcome to his

soul. For what he felt was evidently the longing

after some practical realization of his place under

Infinite Power. In an earlier and inferior age, when

savage life was unstirred by any rumoured wonders

of civilization, and when the stage of human develop-

ment was probably much lower than that which seems

s(j barbarous to us, the same predisposition would

manifest itself in a ruder form, with an immediate

result in fetishism. A tree amidst whose branches the

wind breathed unaccountable sounds, or a serpent,

whose mode of progi'ession could not be explained by

any analogy to the action of the hUman limbs, was a

form in which the ultimate mystery of existence

pressed itself upon the awakening miuvl. And any
actions designed to acknowledge human inferiority to

the "inscrutable power" thus apprehended, were an en-

deavour after a practical exi)ression of a conscious

relation to the Infinite. Metai)hysical notions indeed

could liave little i)lace in an age like that, though their

germs must have existed, or we should scarcely have

the notions now. But though tlie word "infinite," and

tliat inconceivable totality wliich it shadows forth to

us might Ite unknown in that priniL'val time, still the

sense of a mystery,
—of something unsounded, un-

measured, inc()mprehensil)le,
—worked on the rutle

savage very much {is the idea of intiiiity does on us. It

is th»' custom to lliink of fetishism witli uiuniuL'led

horror, as a sort of devilry made taiigil>lf by bestiality
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And no doubt, like all religious forms which survive the

sense of reality in them, fetishism was corrupted from

an expression of awe to a mere blind compliance with

slavish and unreasoning fear. The same process has

infected the original simplicity of Christianity with

the slavishness of soul, which buys masses for departed

spirits, and tolerates the sale of Church livings. And

however stupendous the distance between the first

feeble gropings of the religious sense and its grand

development in the contemplations of St. John, it is

equally true of both that they are not to be judged by

the distortions and corruptions of a later day. The

bloody rites, of which a reminiscence still remains here

and there in the habit of daubing sacred stones with

red paint, cannot be conceived without a shudder.

But the association of religious ceremonies with

ancient groves, Avhose solemn shades seemed to infant

tribes haunted by some dread divinity, indicates to my
mind an originally simple awe which had in it the

very essence of religion. The facetious and noble

author of the "South Sea Bubbles," in giving his

notion of South Sea Island idolatries, suggests that

when savages had been impressed by oddly-shaped

stones, some shrewd fellow of their tribe would

represent that the divinities presiding over them had

appeared to him in his sleep, and given him a message

which constituted him henceforward a priest. This is

not improbable. But before the sacredness of the stones

could be established, before the notion of a divinity
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could have any meaning, the rude hearts of the tribe,

just struggling up from brute-life, must have felt some

touch of conscious relation to the inscrutable Power, of

which the stones excited dim suggestions in their

hearts.

Every fresh stream of religious influence has always

been purest at its source. In the present day this will

hardly be denied of Buddhism or Mohammedanism
;

while it is the constant belief of every section of the

Church tliat such was the case with Christianity.

But if this is so with all reli^^ions concernincj the origin

of which we have any record, analogy at least would

suggest that the very first conceivable germ of the

religious sentiment,—which I take to be fetishism,—
might in the first stirring of its life be comparatively

pure, although we know nothing of that aboriginal

fonn except in a state of l)ase corruj)ti()n. At any

rate, that fetishism did at s(jme period [)revail througli-

out the human race is an opinion which lias already

much to support it, and which will j)robably find

increasing confirmation from every addition to our

knowledge of religious origins. It need not indeed l)e

maintained that every race now existing was within

its racial life-time fetishistic
;
for the first germination

of religious sentiment dates no d«>ubt from a period

long anterior to the divergtMit development of man-

kin«l into existing races. That man must have l>cen

reniovud far from brute life before he could woi-ship

even a sequent or a tree, is most true. But all fresh
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evidence on the subject of anthropology tends in one

direction; it is ever adding millenniums to our estimate

of the time occupied by the growth of humanity before

the historic period. It is quite conceivable then that

fetishism mip'ht have been at one time the universal

form of religion, even if the memory of it had entirely

perished from the earliest monuments of cultivated

races. But as a matter of fact that memory has not

perished. It is evidenced by hundreds of portentous

forms staring down upon us from ancient temples and

tombs
;
and there is scarcely a sacred rite of which we

have any record, that can be wholly accomited for apart

from some pre-existing element of fetishism. The

serpentine emblems on stone circles
; perhaps the

stones themselves
;

the "
groves

"
of Canaanitish

idolaters; the Soma of the Persian mythology; the

dog-headed or bull-faced deities of Egypt or Assyi'ia,

are all probably relics of ancient fetishism. To

suppose that an original nature-worship was narrowed

down to the adoration of cats and dogs and crocodiles,

seems most literaUy preposterous ;
for it puts the cart

before the horse. Surely the idea, that a simple

race, who found mystery in a few strange forms,

gradually recognized an unknown power under every

aspect of nature, seems far easier of conception than

the notion that people, capable of conceiving one aU-

embracing Life, should have sunk to the veneration of

trees and serpents.

In thus conceding the probability of the primeval or



IV. THE ESSENTIAL NA TURE OF RELIGIOX. 227

univeisal spread of fetishism, it may be thought that I

am yielding more than is consistent with the view I

have undertaken to maintain of the essential natm^e of

religion. But there is at least this consolation, that by

granting so much, we touch the bottom of the abyss.

For no lower religious origins have ever been suggested,

or can even be conceived.* And any definition of reli-

gion which, while it is sufficient to describe the gi^andest

spiritual contemplations, is also applicable to the lowest

possible form of religious sentiment, cannot well be

atlected by any future discoveries. But if it should

be retoited that, by making our idea of religion include

* I do not attach much vahie to the theory that the earliest

religion was a worship of ancestors, and originated in dreams of

the departed. Oti'eriugs of food, or sacrifices of horses, dogs, or

slaves at the grave of a hero, are not necessarily any indication

of worship, since they are so obviously accounted for by material-

istic notions of immortality. Indeed worshi|), in the sense of

self-abasement before some transcendent majesty, never could

have originated in this way. The appearance of a relative or

acquaintance is familiar; and if tlie dream or the imagination of

that appearance in another state of existence is attended with any

feeling of awe, it must be an awe associated with that other state

of existence, not with the familiar shape. But such a feeling

would certainly imply an imj)re.ssion, already existing, of the

mysterious background on which phenomenal existence rests.

And for this feeling no origin can be suggcstetl, otlier than the

one stated in the text. That «lreams of the departed shouhl have

worked themselves into the texture of a growing religion is in

the highest degree likely. Hnt it is quite inconceivable that

such dreams sljould Jiccount for the worship of a black stone; ami

no theory of religion is complete which does not e.xplain pheno-
mena such :U4 this.
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tlie one extreme, we necessarily sacrifice the possibility

of including the other, I reply, that the objection arises

from an insufficient appreciation of the elasticity of the

definition, and of its retention, under all applications, of

precisely that which all religionists alike most prize in

their ovvoi devotional forms. For what is it that a

Wesley or a Keble counts so precious in the faith that

he professes ? One may say it is its power to save the

soul, and the other that it is the access which it gives

to sacraments of regeneration. But if the former were

pressed for the meaning of salvation, he would not be

content to define it as deliverance from hell; he would

say its essence is reconciliation to God. And if the

other were urged to say why he counts so precious the

sacraments of regeneration, he would account for his

devotion to those forms, not by any unintelligent obe-

dience to an authoritabive tradition or command, but

by his aspiration after the divine life which eternally

flourishes in the City of God. But under this farther

explanation, each would accept the faith of the other,

or at least the spirit which animates it. And if then

we inquire for ourselves, what is that one thought
which makes reconciliation to God and the inheritance

of a heavenly kingdom parallel and convertible expres-

sions, we find that it is a sense of relationship to an

infinite sovereignty, and a desire to give to this rela-

tionship some practical form. It may, indeed, be said

that by an "
infinite sovereignty," both Wesleyans and

Anglicans would agree in meaning something much
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more distinct to their own thoughts than anything

necessarily suggested by so vague a phrase as the

Infinite. They mean a Personal Sovereign, who has

been revealed in certain historical events and authori-

tative utterances
;
and they would decline to recognise

as religion anything which did not imply a substantial

agreement on such points. But this is only to open

again the endless maze of controversy on the connec-

tion of faith and opinion. We have already seen how

hopeless that question is, on the hypothesis that any

disputable opinions are necessary to faith
;
and I am

not going to recur to it now. The opinions to which

we have referred may be quite tiTie, and there is cer-

tainly more in them than is usually allowed by agnos-

tic phil(jsophers. But that does not in the least afiect

our position here. For, however much the Wesleyans

or Anglicans may prize the particular fonns under

which they conceive an infinite sovereignty, their veiy

position as rehgionists implies, that what they care for

most is not so much intellectual consent to their

belief, as the attitude of loyal obedience which it begets.

This latter tlien, not the fonner, is the essence of their

religion; and it amounts in efi'ect to a practical expres-

sion of tlieir conscious relation to the Infinite. The

(piestion whethei", and to what extent, the one element

is separable fi-om the other, is one which doubtless

needs a more thorough discussion than we liave given

to it yet. But the one })oint upon which 1 now insist

is, that the idea of religion, as an endeavour :i1ut a
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practical expression of our conscious relation to the

Infinite, does include the inmost essence of the most

earnest forms of Christianity,

Any endeavour to show that the definition equally

includes the humble beginnings of religious history

labours ine^dtably under considerable difiiculty, owing
to the gTeat obscurity of the subject. It is impossible

to accept the degi^ading rites of existing savage tribes

as a sufiicient exemplification of original fetishism. For

what we want to catch is not a form, but a spirit; and

that is necessarily evanescent, leaving an unmeaning
svmbol behind it. For the illustration of the manners,

customs, dwellings, and implements of prehistoric man,

existing barbarism may furnish ample resources; be-

cause the figTu^es of a dance, the form of a house, the

shape of a hatchet may be repeated with monotonous

imitativeness from age to age; just as the cells which

build up bodily tissues from birth to death continu-

ally repeat their predecessors. But our observation of

these cells gives us no insight into the vital activity

which first developed the difierentiation of tissues.

The savage's mechanical reproduction of a polished

stone hatchet precisely like its predecessor gives us

no understanding of the original impulse which de-

veloped man into a tool-using animal, or of the spirit

of enterprize which led to the exchange of chipped

flint for polished obsidian. And so the offerings

solemnly made to a black stone, or the dances per-

formed around a bunch of feathers help us very
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little to understand the impulse which originated

fetishism.

The difficulty is all the greater l)ecause the mys-
terious inspiration which animates mankind in the

march of progress has not apparently operated equably

nor yet constantly; and in its critical phases never

repeats itself By the development of some special

gift and the acquisition of superior weapons, some few

races have driven out others from their possessions, and

established themselves lords of all accessible lands that

seemed worth having. Only in outlying districts, of

forbidding aspect, and barren in the resources of life,

would the older and lower races find a temporary

refuo'e; until a fresh wave from some centre of victor-

ous life drove others into the same regions and com-

pleted their extermination. Thus it happens that the

primeval relics found in the quaternary formation

seem to suggest an equability of advance over all the

world, such as is against all later analogy. The tril^es

who first fabricated weapons of c^iipped Hint would

drive out othei'S who used only unwroufjht stones or

liranclK's broken from trees; and the latter would find

an asylum in lands shrouded in forest gloom or brist-

ling with ice. But the races who began to polish their

weapons and vary tlicir forms, would, if not by the

superiority of the new arms, at least by the greater

entri-prizc and vigour which the.se suggest, overcome

tliu pussessoi"s of chipped Hints, and diive them upon
their banished Invthrcn, wlio would then disappear
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from the earth. The same fate would, at the hands of

the wielders of bronze, drive out the conservatives

who adhered to polished stone, and so make chipped

flints, over large portions of the earth, a thing of the

past. Such a process would account for the universal

prevalence of implements of the same or similar forms,

which, being thus carried abroad by successive waves

of forced emigration, and buried in recent formations,

the age of which it is difficult to determine, seem now
to give evidence of a consentaneous progress embracing
all mankind at once. But such a conclusion is surely

as fallacious as it would be for some future antiquary
to conclude, from the gun-flints or gun-barrels dug up
here and there all over the world, that fire-arms were

an invention common to all mankind, and adopted by
all races at about the same period. The same arg-ument

may be applied to signs which exist of a universal

prevalence of fetishism. For that universal prevalence

does not at all prove that this lowest form of religion

is only the spontaneous and inevitable corruption of

human faculties rotting in the darkness of barbarism.

It may well be that it dimly records some very ancient

and simple but truly spiritual impulse, by which a

primeval tribe, or at most some one or two races here

and there awoke from a life hardly more than brutal,

and by a real regeneration were made sensible of the

mystery of existence.

Another fact, to which we have already alluded, ought

to be remembered before such a suggestion is hastily con-
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demned. Religious progress, according to all analogy,

difters from the advance of material improvement, in

one respect most important to our argument. For it is

at once swifter and slower, marked by grand impulses

which we trace to inspiration, with longer or shorter in-

tervals of inaction. Not every day comes a Pythagoras

or a Mohammed, a Moses or an Elijah. And the inter-

val between such inspu^ations has been hitherto almost

always marked by a loss of the original spirit, together

with a blind conservatism of traditional forms, which,

while pretending to resist all change, necessarily favours

the most hideoas of all changes
—

corruption. That this

has Ijeen the case with Brahmanism, Buddhism, Mo-

hammedanism, nay, even with Judaism and Cln-is-

tianity, no one will deny. Is it not then possible that

the same thing may have been true of Polytheism and

even of Fetishism ? But this, to the probability of

which all analogy points, is the only assumption which

we need to enable us to find in Fetishism not only a

veritable reminiscence of man's earliest steps in reli-

gious progress, but also an illustration, clear from its

very siiin)licity, of the essential nature of religion.

As I have a<liiiitted, so spiritual a reverie as that of

Seke.se, a))Ove quoted, is scarcely to be attributed to

any of tlioso remote progenitors of our race among
wliom we must suppose Fetishism to have originated.

But if th(^ motive of that reverie, awe-struck wonder

and longing, be conceived aw roused to action by sonio

single object, it may ver^' well represent at once tho
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origin of Fetishism, and the awakening of the religious

life in man. A mountain, now veiling its head in

storm clouds, now scattering light from spires of ice
;

sending forth rushes of impetuous floods, or hurling

avalanches into the valley; might Avell strike the savage
in some meditative mood with awe, which is not far

from worship. Even a stone of unusual shape, or of

different texture from the surrounding rocks, could not

fail to arrest the attention, and excite wonder, which

also points towards worship. Such feelings would

inevitably dawn in many minds, without taking any
form of distinct expression in consciousness. If, then,

any man arose with unusual imagination and peculiar

susceptibility to the power of mystery, together with

the impulse to put his emotions into words, he would

find the minds of his tribe like diy tinder to the sparks

glimmering in his soul. The mysterious object, which

his imagination invested with life, would become the

palladium of the tribal home, the sanction of vows,

the centre of the loyalty which gave unity and power.

No doubt any langTiage which we may use after so

immeasm^able a lapse of time, and after changes far

gTeater than are easily conceived in the constitution of

human nature, must import into our conceptions of that

remote period some elements of feeling and thought
which would have been impossible then. But making
due allowance for that, the evidence which we have of

the prevalence of Fetishism, among tribes who had no

opportunity of corrupting a more spiritual religion,
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leaves little doubt but that some such process as the

one suofirested must have formed the earliest be^rinnino-s

of religion. And the fu'st effect of such an experience

on creatures, hitherto not far removed from brute life,

must have been to quicken the latent germs of moral

feelino* within them. For whatever foundation there

may be fjr utilitarian doctrines as to the standard of

morality, tlie sanction which makes that standaid bind-

ing has always, as a fact of experience, been found in

a sense of obligation to some mysterious greatness

asserting claims upon our obedience to which Ave can

set no limit. Apart from such a recognition of the

mystery of being as is distinctive of man, it may safely

be affirmed that the peculiar awe which we associate

with the sanctions of moral obligation could have no

existence. And the unknown prophets of Fetishism

who fii*st called into distinct consciousness, on however

limited a scale, that recognition of mystery, did a moral

and religious work, which, difficult as it is to estimate

it now, must have been a great step in the progress of

the race.

According to the liypothesis wliich is here sug-

gested, the tribe or trilxjs, amcuigst wliom such a rude

religious movement arose, would K' favour«'d iu the

strugghi foi- exisUmce by the moral energies which

were thus awakened. Or that movement would l)e

only one evidences of a superiority which showed itself

also in the iinjuoNement ol" weapons and strategy. Hut

wherever such con(piering tril»es chove out or enslaved
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their rivals, there they would establish the religion they

brought with them. And as the original objects which

suggested it were often of necessity left behind, the

want would have to be supplied,
—either by phenomena

of the new couatry as nearly similar as could be found
;

or by objects unsimilar but equally mysterious; or by
rude representations of the original fetish, such as per-

haps formed the first beginnings of idolatry proper.

But, as abeady said, such a movement never keeps

unimpaired the character of its original impulse.

Sacred awe too easily degenerates into slavish fear.

The worship paid to an object from a sense of its

mystery would be continued from mechanical habit

when no feeling of mystery remained. And the

savage associations of warfare with the slaughter of

captured foes at the tombs of slain heroes would

introduce into fetishistic ceremonies of worship blood-

stained rites, from which in all probability they were

originally free. But into such corruptions we need

not follow the original idea. For all that is of impor-

tance to the present argument is the probability that

the original impulse to fetishism was a sense of some

mystery, which excited the tendency to worship. And
I maintain that this mystery, if even it were associated

only with a black stone, was a rift in the low clouds

of savage life, through which Infinity looked in.

It is necessary here perhaps to repeat and confirm a

profession already made. Nothing can be further from

the purpose of this argument than the rnaintenance of
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what is really meant by the purely natural origin

of religion. In dealing with such sul)jects it is con-

fessedly difficult to give an exact meaning to words.

And the difficulty is of course pre-eminently great in

regard to phrases which embody popular feeling. Such

feeling may be very genuine, and may have a perfectly

adequate and legitimate cause
;
while at the same time,

from the nature of the case, for a precise appreciation

of the real significance of the feeling we require an

estimate of spiritual facts, rather than of phrases ;
and

may often be compelled to give the latter an interpreta-

tion which the popular mind is slow to recognize. Take

for instance the pathetic insistance of the earnestly

devout on the need of a "revelation." By this is

usually meant some miraculous communication from

God to man. But if we ask for a definition of a

miracle, we get veiy different answers; some exjJaining

it as an arrest or diversion of the order of nature
;

othei-s, as the supercession of a lower law by a higher;

and others, again, merely regarding it as an event, the

cau.ses of which are beyond the range of any inv^esti-

gation possiV)le to contenqjorary science. It is diHicult

to see how any oi these definitions can be made

sei'viceable to the ])iirpose fnr which they are given,

tliat is, to enable us to distinguisli lustorical divine

comnmiiications to man. But under this variety of

view we cunnuL lielp recognising as a great spiritual

fact the one ]>ervading feeling, that the reality «)t"

reli<ri(»n stands or falls witli tlie actualitv of some
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communication from God to man. Men may cling to

the tradition of a supernatural voice that sounded from

a mount biu^ning with fire, and to the narrative of a

birth for which no physiological science can account
;

but it is not these things in themselves that they care

for, it is the reality of a divine utterance to the soul of

man. They argue, indeed, as though the possibility of

any genuine religion were essentially bound up with

the actuality of these or similar historical events
;
but

that is only because they do not see how on any other

hypothesis the fact of divine teaching can be main-

tained. Could they be brought to see this, their whole

view of history might be changed, without the least

injuiy to the vitality of their faith. The historical

reality of St. Peter's episcopacy at Rome, and the fact

of a divine commission of universal primacy to the

apostle and his successors, seem to the Roman Catholic

essential to the validity of the claims which Chris-

tianity makes upon his conscience. But the whole

importance of these articles of his belief consists in

their supposed necessity for the proof of a divine com-

munication to mankind. Yet if he learns to substitute

the authority of the Scriptures for the supremacy of

the Roman See, he does not in the least degree lose his

confidence in the fact of a divine messao-e oiven to the

world. He has only learned that it may be authenti-

cated in a different manner. It may be said that

he still keeps what he believes to be an infallibJe

standard of dogmatic truth. But sup[)Ose such a man
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gradually to be convinced,—in these days no uncommon

process,
—that the Book is by no means free from error.

Experience shows that he may still preserve his reliance

on a divine revelation, guaranteed by miraculous

events, which he regards as histoi-ically trustworthy.

He is still sure that God has spoken to man. The

only difference is that the records of divine utterance

require care and discrimination to be exercised by the
"
verifying faculty

"
in himself And this is the stage

which has been reached by a large number of the

thoughtful puljlic in our own day. They have given

up Cliurch authority ; they have given up Biblical

infallibility ;
but they persist in resting their con-

fidence in the reality of divine teaching on the credi-

bility of certain great miraculous events. We have

already seen how cruel it seems to make our participa-

tion in the blessings of God's teaching dependent on

the issue of doubtful liistorical aruuments ; and to

that point we do not recur. My only object in this

digression is to estimate the feeling which prompts
the objection, that such a view (jf the history of

religion, as that which I am trying to explain, is

inade(piate to the satisfaction *,j^ the craving for a

veritablt! message from God. This feeling is best

exj)ressed by the ])athetic words of the Ps.ilinist, "1

am a stranger in the earth: hide not thy command-

ments from me," and those commandments are iJen-

titied with a genuine inspiration of mankind l>y the

'livine' Spirit. Hence in many popular lectures and
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treatises the question at issue is said to be this,

" whether God has spoken to man or not." The faith

which is deeper than all historical beliefs, stronger

than all chains of syllogism, passionately asserts that

He has; and over against this position, as contradictory

to it, the same faith sets the idea of the purely natural

origin of religion.

It is in this sense of the latter phrase that I have

disclaimed, and do most earnestly deprecate any idea

of maintaining the natural origin of religion. For

most firmly am I assured that God has spoken to man,

nay, is speaking to us each for ever. But there is a sense

in which the natural origin of religion may be afiirmed

without the slightest sympathy for the sort of natural-

ism which devout minds justly dread. "The heavens

declare the glory of God," exclaims the Psalmist,
" and

the firmament showeth His handiwork. Day unto

day uttereth speech ;
and night unto night showeth

knowledge. There is no speech nor language ;
their

voice is not heard. Their line is gone out through all

the earth, and their words to the end of the world."

And then, with an insight amazing in that early time,

he finds in the moral order which claims the inward

kingdom of the heart, an analogy to, and a reflection

of, the eternal reign of law shining out in the march of

sun, moon, and stars.
'' The law of the Lord is

perfect, converting the soul
;

the testimony of the

Lord is sure, making wise the simple. The statutes of

tJie Lord are right, rejoicing the heart; the command-
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ment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes." Let

it be granted that the words here have special reference

to Mosaic legislation. Yet the tone of prophetic fervour,

and the well-known habit of the devouter Hebrews,

who regarded
" the testimony of the Lord

"
as a living

word direct to the contemplative soul, justify us in

seeing in this psalm the recognition of a true divine

revelation through nature as realized in devout con-

templation. If it be said that such a recognition

would have been impossible apart from a preceding

succession of miraculous events, we might reply that

this is very much a question of historical criticism
;

because if the miraculous events did not happen, as

many, who have given gTeat attention to the subject,

maintain they did not, the psalm is still here to

testify for itself. But at any rate, I may be permitted

to use the Psalmist's contemphition of the heavens to

ilkistrate the sense in which the natural origin ot'

religion might possibly be asserted, witliout any
offence to the irrepressible faith of mankind in the

reality of a divine utterance. For the royal prophet

saw God's rule in the order of the sky. He saw this

because 'd.\v inwai'd voice ]»rompted him to this inter-

pretation. And in his loyalty to tlie predispositions

thus awakened consisted the glory and the power of

ids faith.

Now, if it be only granted that this conjunction of

the imprcssivt'ness of natun* witli predispositions

divinely-estal»lished in the soul is capable of various
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degrees, the suggestion made above, with regard to

the remote origin of religion, may be accepted without

any fear of eliminating the voice of God from history.

For the awe which was enkindled in the breast of the

savage by the strange natural objects which attracted

his worship, so far as it was the beginning of a higher

life, may sui^ely without irreverence be regarded as a

veritable inspiration. If any are shocked by such a

thought, it will probably not be those who most

strenuously insist that the being of the Most High is

equally unimaginable and ineffable. Those most

likely to be offended are they who are convinced that

a verbal revelation has enabled them to conceive the

Eternal truly as He is. Yet they feel no difficulty

about the narrative which tells how Abraham recog-

nized a divine command in the suggestion that he

should make a burnt-offering of his son
; they in all

probability think it reasonable and likely that the

same patriarch should expostulate against divine

judgment on Sodom and Gomorrha, talking "as a man

with his friend;" they see nothing but benign conde-

scension in the divine procession between divided

beasts, by which God is represented as taking a solemn

oath according to the formula then in vogue; the

limitation of the dew to Gideon's fleece. Or its miracu-

lous dryness, in answer to a needless and capricious

demand for a sign, appears quite in accordance with

the natural order of times in which God is supposed to

have ruled the world on principles since laid aside.
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But if any one ventures to suggest that in the old

time before those fathers, good and really divine

impulses might be disguised, as such impulses always
are in their infancy, by the operation of brute instincts

eventually to be superseded, he is in danger of being

charged with an irreverence little short of blasphemy.

Yet those who make the charg^e, if the relio-ious teach-

ing given in their schools be condemned because of

the gross conceptions it gives of God's anger against

sin, and of His vengeance in the unseen world, will

often reply that purer ideas are impossible to chil-

dren, and that this is the divine course of edu-

cation. Whether that be so or not, I will not stop

here to dispute ;
Imt the principle implied in the

retort is undoubtedly sound; that the lowly beginnings

of religious life are often strangely unlike its fruition.

And that principle I take leave to apply to the

case in hand.

The poor Hint-wielder, that first Adam, who perhaps

yet bore induljitable traces, in body as well as in mind,

that he was " of the earth, earthy," was incai)able yet

of sliaring tlu^ pathetic wonder of the far-advanced

Sekese at the glory of the sky and the mystic vitality

of the corn. But he was at least capaljle of cuiin>arison

between hard and soft, curved and square, black and

white. He knew when lie saw a straiigo fi)nii which

would not lit into his expei-ience. And an oddly-

ibiiMcd black stone might ver}' wuU arrest his atten-

tion. To invest the unusual and iniknown with
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unknown and indefinite powers, would, as we have

suggested above, be the work of a prophet of the time.

But at a certain stage of development the whole

tribe would be susceptible to his influence. Then the

fetish Avould become the sanction of vows, the guard

against pestilence, the source of vengeance against

treachery. And though the cultus which sprang up

might be speedily corrupted with impurity and cruelty,

there is nothino- in this which ouo-ht to condemn as

impious the attempt to trace rehgion up to such a

source. The massacre of the Canaanites was in a

very clear sense an act of worship. Yet surely they

are right who contend that in this case the reli-

gious life of the slayers w^as superior to that of the

slain. There are rites described and judgments com-

manded in the Mosaic Law, which the Christian in

spirit cannot read without horror. But not the less do

we insist on the divine legation of Moses as one of the

gTcatest prophets whom the world has known. The

cruelties and superstitions were no proper conse-

quences of the impulse which he gave. They existed

before, or were inevitable perversions wi'ought by pre-

existing, and as yet ineradicable tendencies. And so

it is quite conceivable, loathsome as are the abomina-

tions which we now associate with fetishism, that in

its first origin it was a real impulse towards the

invisible world; and that the strange objects, round

which it gathered its power, fii^st touched the

awakenino^ souls of men with that wend sense of
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the immeasureable, which afterwards ripened into

consciousness of a relation to the Infinite.

Should it be still objected that such a view has

precisely the effect which I deprecated
—of denying

religion to be in any sense a revelation—I must

venture to appeal to the whole view of existence main-

tained throughout this volume. For, believing that

the whole universe, in matter and in spirit, is creatural

when seen fragmentarily, divine in its real totality;

believing that it is man's highest distinction to obey

the inspiring predispositions which draw him to con-

templations of the dimly apprehended yet for ever

unknown Infinite; were I to suppose the faintest

movement towards that divine life to be possible

apart from genuine inspiration, it would be no-

thing shoi*t of intellectual suicide. What is really

0})posed to any idea of revelation is not this sug-

gestion of its gradual dawn; but that atomic theory of

nature which would make both dawn and noon equally

meaningless. For that does imdoubtedly assert, in

a very real sense, the purely natural origin of re-

ligion, that is, its ap])earance without any breath of

divine impulse. The notion would be something of

this sort: tliat, at a particular period of human de-

velopment, the brain molecules of a certain tribe came

to be so arranged as to be peculiarly susceptible to the

kind uf agitation which is realized, an the conscious

side, as wonder or awe; and farther, tliat the form in

whicli the rays of light were reflected l>y some strange
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object upon the retinas of a few men in tlie tribe

excited that brain aoitation to such a deoree that,

through sympathy, it was communicated to others.

Still farther, on this hypothesis, it would be added

that there is no other explanation needed; that in fact

the brain molecules and their aoitations were the

ultimate reality, beyond or on the other side of which

there was nothing whatever. Now that is precisely

the view of religious history against which I am

arguing and protesting. I admit the nerve-cells, brain

molecules, vibrations, and all the physiological pheno-
mena which can be alleged. But I insist that all

these are the phenomena by which the Unknown is

fragmentarily manifested; and farther, that these

phenomena were so connected with succeeding ones

as to form a continuity which we call religious history.

This history irresistibly^ raises in our minds the idea

of purpose or plan. And though we feel this idea to be

something distinctively human, by which we dare not

allege that God is limited; yet as we may not think

lowlier of the Infinite than of ourselves, and cannot in

this matter think anything higher, we will use that idea

of a divine purpose as a symbol of what is assuredly

immeasurably vaster and better than all our thoughts.

I have dwelt at some length upon the significance of

fetishism; because it seems to me that any theory of

religion must be unsatisfactory which is unable to

include it, not only as fact, but as one of the earliest,

if not the earliest, of all religious phenomena. In
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regarding it as a stage of experience through which

every race of man that ever had a religion must

originally have passed, or the results of which must

have been inherited by later races from their pro-

genitors, I may be assuming too much; or rather I

may be anticipating the issue of researches not yet

carried far enough to justify a definite conclusion. But

my object has been to put what seems to many the

most unfavourable case that can possibly be made out

against any divine meaning in religion; and to show

that even assuming this to be established, a true theory

of the essential nature of religion will point to an

undeveloped spiritual significance underlying even the

oldest superstitions. Yet that theory is not in the

slightest degree dependent on the establishment of

the case which has been put. For should it yet be

])roved hereafter, as seems but little likely now, that

the earliest days were after all the golden age, or that

pure monotheism at some period burst upon the world

with the suddenness of a tropic sunrise; still it would

be true that the essence of religion is an endeavour

after a practical expression of man's relation to the

Infinite. But that needs fartlier illustration.

Tn .-my ]>rogressive race, fetishism would inevitably

\r\'{)\\'
into the worslii]» of Nature. To those wlio regard

only tlic eff'cte superstitions of stairnant savage life such

an assertion niay seem in the last degree iniprubablu.

]>nt if they would only try t«» imagine the sense of
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larger life that must have been awakened by the first

flutter of reverential awe in the dim humanity not far

removed from brute unconsciousness, they would feel

that so lono' as the emotion continued to be a vital

element in an expanding nature it was sure to find

continually greater and nobler objects. In many tribes

the mystic feeling awakened by fantastic groups of

stones might be satisfied and stereotyped by cere-

monies, which came to be merely traditional habits.

But in some one tribe that feeling might be extended

to a tree growing by the side of the objects of

reverence, or to a serpent which glided out from their

shelter. The processes of the organic creation, pressed

in some simple form upon wondering minds, would

open far nobler contemplations than could be offered

by mere singularity of shape. And under favourable

conditions, a seer like the above quoted Sekese might

become the prophet of a new and purer religion. Such

a speculation is not without some hints of support

from the complex phenomena of ancient s^^stems. The

monuments of Egypt, at least as they are described by
ancient travellers and neo-platonic interpreters, would

seem to have presented many signs of a very earnest

recognition of the world's mystery. The inscription

on the temple of Isis,
"
I am all that hath been, is, and

shall be
;
and no mortal hath uncovered my veil," is a

pregnant illustration typical of many others. But yet a

worship, which could rise to contemplations so sul)lime,

was for the most part exhibited as a, cultus of brute
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life. ''Animal worship," says the Rev. John Hunt,*
"
is nsuall}^ the lowest forai of idolatry, and the mark

of a low degree of civilization
;
but in Egyj^t it prevailed

among a people famed in antirput}^ for cultivation and

learning, and had its roots in a philosophy of being.

We must distinguish Ijetween the worship of animals,

and the worship of them as symbols : the latter was

that of the EgyjDtians; it did not obscure the worship
of the Gods, but was rather connected with it." When,

however, we try to realize to ourselves by what

process of thought or feeling, and precisely in Avhat

sense this apparently repulsive cultus was connected

with the worship of gods, or
"
grew out of a philoso])hy

of being," it seems incredible that an originally spiritual

idea of the divine nature should seek to clothe itself in

such ignoble forms; or that a dignified ''philosophy of

being" should of its own proper impulse express itself

in the mummification of cats and doa's.

It is surely much more rational to suppose, that on

a primeval fetishism there was superinduced an ever-

growing perception of the myster}" that underlies, not

strange objects only, but all things that are. This

feeling, accustomed to fetisliistic expression, would

take form in the attachment of a lar<jer siunificance to

the objects of reverence, and in the invention of ideal-

ized ol)jects more easily associated with the larger feel-

*"Es.say on T\intla'isiu," Luii^jmans, ISGH, p. 4^. 1 take IIjIm

opportunity of jicknowledgin^' many obligations to a work, which

compresses a libraiy into a vohime.
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ing. The conservatism, which peculiarly characterizes

religious worship, will amply account for the retention

of fetishistic symbols lono- after the narrow conditions

of thouo-ht existino- in an earlier ao^e had been over-

passed ;
while at the same time this perception of

universal mystery would quicken the reflections that

necessitated a philosophy of being. The two tendencies

would obviously unite to convert the old fetishistic ob-

jects into symbols of the occult powers which entered

into the new theories of life. The orioinal relisions of

the Aiyan family all bear traces of some such process

as this in the history of their development. It is no

doubt a fine conception, that the oldest Aryan name of

the supreme deity,
"
Dyaus," the Shining One, points

to a time when our primeval forefathers worshipped
the bright Spirit who fills the realms of space. But

here again it is difficult or impossible to conceive that

in sober fact a dead and deoTadino; fetishism was ever

superinduced upon a worship so sublime. Yet the

traces in Brahmanism of an aborioinal fetishism seem

too clear to be denied. If, as Creuzer says,* "in the

earliest stage of the Hindoo religion the supreme deity

was worshipped with bloodless ofierings, such as the

fruits of the earth and milk of cows," it is tolerably

clear that such a cultus was inconsistent with any

spiritual idea of God. The early elemental worship,

said to be proved by the Rig-Veda, is quite consistent

with the course of development which I have suggested
* As quoted by the Rev. Johu Hunt, op. cit.
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in the case of the Egyptian religion. It resulted

through the extension of the sense of mystery from

single objects to the whole of nature. And, apart from

such a process, it is impossible to understand how the

Hindoo idols can have continued to be of such a degraded

type ;
or how the relics of tree and serpent worship

could have been so generally interminoied with the

ceremonies and the symbols of Brahmanism. Mr.

James Fergusson, indeed, holds that serpent worship

is properly characteristic of the Turanian races, and

certainly owes its origin to them alone
;

while he

accounts for its practice by the Aryan races through

the contact of the latter with the aboriginal tribes

whom they supplanted. It does not, however, seem

very likely that the higher race would be ready to

adopt the superstitious practices of the lower whom

they despised. Nor is the su})position necessary in

order to retain substantially ]\[r. Fergusson's theory.

The Turanian races may fairly be regarded as more

nearly representative of that lower humanity from

which they and the Aryans alike have sprung. That

lower humanity may be su]iposed to have gener-

ally practised fetishism of the low and crui-l type

leprt'sented by serpent worslii]). Tl)is the Aryans still

continued to cherisli, wht.-u a higlicr development had

raise<l them above the ])arent stock. l>ut to it they

soon added a nearer ap[)n)xiinatiun to a pure nature

worship ;
while on the other hand the slower Turanians

preserved their old religious liabits intact, or only
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received from their more advanced brethren the sug-

gestions of a hio^her culture.O CD

If we turn to the more poetic worship of the Greeks,

we find the sense of nature's mystery almost merged
in the joyful recognition of a universal life, which

throbs in the sea, and murmurs in the streams, and

thunders in the storm
;
which finds a sort of rhythmic

expression in all animated nature; and rises to intensest

utterance in the emotions and the beauty of human

life. But the Greeks were not without their traces of

an aboriginal fetishism. It is well known that the

most sacred imao'es were not the ablest works of art ;

but that such far-famed divinities as "Diana of the

Ephesians," and the old Athene of the Acropolis, were

characterized by a monstrous or barbarous form, dating

back from those earlier beginnings of symbolic idolatry,

which, as suggested above, in all probability marked

the transition from previous fetishism. Images which

"fell down from Jupiter" naturall}^ suggest meteoric

stones. The sacred oracle of Dodona, the most ancient

of which we have any record, is certainly indicative of

tree worship. And the association of particular trees

with special divinities, as, for instance, that of the oak

with Zeus, of the laurel with Apollo, of the olive with

Athene, and of the vine with Bacchus, would appear
to point in the same direction.

,
But it is not my intention now to write a history

of the development of religion. It is sufiicient

for my purpose if it shall appear that the idea of this



IV. THE ESSENTIAL NA TURE OF RELIGIOX. 953

history, which will in all probability ultimately prevail,

and than which no theory would seem at first sight

more unfavourable to the reality of the divine life in

man, is at all events perfectly consistent with the

suggestion, that mankind have by inherent predisposi-

tion a tendency to recognise their relation to some

transcendent and all-embracing mystery of existence.

No matter how rudimentary, or how liable to debasing

perversions the earliest expressions of this feeling were;

still, ifby its own law of continuity this feeling has mani-

fested itself in ever more expansive and lofty forms,

consistently with man's wider comprehension of life,

we may fairly argue that religion is as legitimate a fruit

of human development as science, or commerce, or art.

We can no more eliminate it from our total conception of

the ideal human life, than we can exclude social loyalty

or intellectual ambition. At the same time we may
need perhaps a better understanding of its essence, and

one that will more completely explain the whole of its

historical phenomena. And such an understanding ap-

pears to Tje furnished by the conception of religion as

man's endeavour after a practical expression of his rela-

tion \a) the Infinite. Wlieii first tlie earliest savage was

startled by strange natural f)rnis which gave him a

weird feeling of veiled power, the sense of the Infinite

dimly dawned in the luiman world; and the simple

ceremonies, which too readily degenerated into ciucl

orgies, were at least an expression of the feaiful suit-

jection that afterwards ripened into reverential loyalty
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of soul. The extension of the sense of mysterious power,
from a few strange objects to all the energies of Nature,

was accompanied by an expansion and a refinement of

feeling, such as was by no means always adequately

expressed in the cultus of more highly developed

religions. If we would find that awe of the powers
manifested in nature which seems to loom through the

deep shadows of Egyptian temples, or that eager sense

of animated beauty which has adorned the religious

monuments of Greece, we must not look to priestly

sacrifices, nor to ceremonies of forgotten meaning, but

to the great minds who summed up in themselves the

growth of millenniums, and who, in theii^ union of

intellectual force Avith spiritual susceptibility, have

been amongst the Aryan race what the prophets were

amongst the Jews.

The tone of ^schylus, for instance, impresses every

student with the earnestly religious nature of the man.

It is true that the religion on which he insisted was

to a large extent one of gloom and terror; but this

may be partly explained by his hostility to political

innovations, a feeling deeply rooted in the formal

associations of an ancient faith, and one which led

him naturally to exhibit the more threatening aspects

of his heartfelt belief But in his poetic realization of

the dread sanctions gTiarding time-honoured objects of

reverence, one cannot but recognize a solemn and

ennobling' feelino^ of man's constant relation to trans-

cendent powers, which were only inadequately ex-
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pressed in the national cultiis. The reader of the

Eumenides is startled to find himself touched by a

sympathy half awful, half pathetic, for the repulsive

Shapes which proclaim their wrongs with shrieks that

suggest tears of blood. But these shapes float dimly

on a daikness that is sacred. Behind them is the

everlasting verity of a justice upheld by infinite Power.

The rugged majesty, characteristic of both the concep-

tions and the style of this prophetic poet, is inspired

and maintained by deep moral sentiments which,

whatever their mistakes, show a pathetic loyalty to

the supremacy of a supernatural and inscrutable rule.

The demand for cleansing by blood, to be effected by
dark and dreadful rites, impresses the imagination

even of unsuperstitious ages with a strange satisfac-

tion. Considered apart from their tragic suiTOundings,

in bare and prosaic reality, such ceremonies might

appear irrelevant and puerile. But the satisfaction,

whicl) we feel in the poetic imagination of the claims

pressed by the Furies, arises from a sense of adequacy in

the tragedian's realization of the sanctity of eternal law.

Tliere is not the same wild grandeur in the poet

who followed next in time, and who, according to the

critical judgment of many, attained a higher poetic

rank. But Bishop Thirlwall's essay on "the Irony of

Sophocles"* brings out with great power the back-

gr(jun<l of mysterious and resistless fate, u])on which

the graceful fancy of the poet playe<l. Nor are there

*
Philological Muscuin, Vol. 11.
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waiitino^ in tlie works of SodIiocIgs strains of melodious

music, in which the sunbeams that glint over running

streams, and the dark olive shadow, and the sweet

recesses of the hills, seem to betoken more of that

sense of something mystic in the beauty of nature

than is often attributed to the classic ao-e. Of Euri-

pides let it suffice to quote the words in which a living

poet perhaps intellectually greater, but certainly in-

ferior in powers of rhythmic expression, makes him a

voice from the dead:—
" Five hundred years ere Paul spoke, Felix heard,

—
How much of temperance and righteousness,

Judgment to come, did I find reason for,

Corroborate with my strong style that spared
No sin, nor swerved the more from branding brow

Because the sinner was called Zeus and God?

How nearly did I guess at that Paul knew ?

How closely come, in what I represent

As duty, to his doctrine yet a blank .^

"

I prefer to take these poets rather than philosophers

as exponents of the religious life of Greece. For, to

attempt to gather from these latter any conception of

the national religion, would be to commit the mistake

of confounding religion with intellectual systems; a

mistake which almost every age discovers, and then

proceeds to perpetrate afresh. But there was one man
of a later day, who though not a Greek by race, was

to a certain extent naturalized in the realm of Greek

feeling and thought, and who, clothing the teachings

of a philosopher in the language and rhythm of a poet,
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stands out like a portent from the general level of

superficial Koman literature, as the prophet of atomic

atheism; a man whom we conceive with wild burning

eyes, contemplating in ecstacy the order of heaven and

earth; stung with scorn for a peddling priestism trad-

ing on slavish fear; while he fastened with eager daring

on the assurance that the world-wide vision which

enthralled his soul need not be, and could not be,

explained by anything greater than itself No reflec-

tions, however slight and hasty, on the evolution of

religion can possibly leave unnoticed the fascinating and

startling figure of Lucretius. Professedly abjuring all

to which it would be worth while to give the name of

God, he yet speaks with a deep solemnity of tone, sucli

as awakens in the most reverent heart sympathies a})-

parently unaccountable. While he declares, in words,

that there is nothing inexplicable, and that the whok-

frame of the universe is an inanimate structure of soul-

less atoms, there is nevertheless a wistfulness in his

gaze, and a tenderness in his admiration, such as arc

inevitably sui^wstive of mystic feelin^^ ^Iaij;nilVini;

the human intellect with daring assertions of eqnahty

with heaven, such as taken Ijy themselves alont* might

a])})ear sym])t()matic of ignorant arroganei', he yet

sliows on the whole a feeling of tlic greatness of tin

universe, such as evidently ])n)duces in him tlie fruit,

not of sullen jKMjuiesernee in tlit- inevit.-iMc, but of

loyal submission. And that seems near akin to tlie

very soul of religion. The truth is, his philosophy is

R
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incongruous with his genius. He ought to have lived,—
if we may presume to say that anything ought to have

happened which has not,
—in an age of keen religious

life such as feels eternal God to be more real than the

fragmentary world of phenomena, and which, losing

all old shadowy forms in the dawning of a bright re-

generation, interprets the Ineffable only by the most

ennobling and unselfish inspirations of the heart. In

such an aoj-e Lucretius, recoo-nizino- in relio-ion not a

blasphemous contradiction to nature, but an apprehen-

sion of the mystery which all nature owns, might have

been a saint, an apostle, a martyr, though never a

genuine priest. His sense of the supreme worthiness

of natural power, and his insight into the true sublimity

of universal order, were outraged and tortm^ed by the

impious and ridiculous meanness of the interpretation

religiously put upon the government of the world.

And the agony of his indignation appeared to be

soothed and healed by a system of thought which

vindicated the supremacy of nature, and, making the

world its own explanation, banished Olympian demons

into nothingness or futility. But throughout one can

hardly help feeling, that the vehemence of emotion

with which religion is repudiated is a religion in

itself, and has a manifest place in the development of

that veneration which is one expression of man's re-

lation to the Infinite.

" When human life lay prone, a shame to see,

Crushed to the earth by stern religion's sway,
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Who, down from heavenly regions stretched her head

With horrid aspect, threatening mortal men,
A man of Greece first dared return the gaze
From mortal eyes, and first rebellion raised.

Him never lightning, sacred fanes, nor heaven

With threatening roar could daunt; nay, roused the more

The eager valour of his soul, which longed
First to break through the bars of nature's gates.

Then keen, strong intellect prevailed, and far

Beyond the flaming walls of the world he ranged,

And all the immense explored with mind and soul
;

Then, conqueror, brings us news of what may be,

What may not; nay, of the very law that deals

To everything its force, and fixes bounds.

So, in her turn, religion underfoot

We spurn ;
and victory evens us with heaven."*

The loyalty expressed by these words to that

stately order of material things, which had been

traduced and blasphemed by the slavish fears of

superstition, is itself a spiritual sentiment, such as no

merely intellectual opinions can altogether neutralize.

Indeed, this susceptibility of the poet's nature to the

mystic aspects of man's i-elation to the universe is

illustrated clearly enough in many a word of tender-

ness and eager desire. Take, f<jr instance, his opening

appeal to Venus,—joy of men and gods, through whose

power, beneath the gliding stars, the sail-Hecked sea

and all the pregnant fields of earth are crowded with

life
;
the bright presence from which winds and storm-

clouds Hce nway—which the sweet, spangled earth

iireets with .s])rini::inf:f flowers; under which the sea is

* "De Kcrum Natura,' I., G2-7ii, Lachmann's Ed.
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wrinkled with smiles
;
while the quiet heaven beams

with all-pervasive light
*

Or, again, take the opening

of the fifth book, where—notwithstanding his intellec-

tual confidence—he shows how, to the emotions of his

heart, the grandeur of the world surpasses all human

expression. Sucli passages as these betray something

very like a religious sense of man's subordination to

a universal Life. True, the personality of the goddess

is to him only a poetic figure. But that, to express

which he feels the need of this poetic figure, the

profuse beauty, the warmth and light, and living

Avealth that crowd the world
;

all this is to him a

transcendent reality. In truth, taking him all in all,

in his intellectual keenness, in his realization of a

Universe, in his enthusiastic contemplation, in his

adoration of the majesty of order, in the sublime

daring with which he confronts the everlasting

problem, the individual against the All, we cannot hel])

seeing in Lucretius the utmost result possible to mere

nature-worship, apart from a deeper inspiration.

But the working of that deeper inspiration now

demands our attention. There are symptoms of it

in such men as the trailedians of whom we have

spoken. There are far more in Socrates, considered as

a spiritual leader rather than a philosopher. For,

however much we may allow for the influence of that

traditional and growing feeling which, beginning in

the narrow bewilderment of fetishism, developed into

* " De Eenim Natiira," I. Invccation.
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symbolic polytheism, and culminated in such a recog-

nition of the impressiveness of creation, as we have

seen in Lucretius, yet there was in such men an element

of personal subordination to, and communion with

Supreme Power in the form of moral authority, such

as cannot be accounted for apart from that spiritual

nature which realizes the life of God in the soul of

man. It is one thino- to feel that this world around me
is great, surpassing comprehension, bearing every-

where the imperial robe of commanding order; it is

quite another thing, or at least a very different aspect

of the same spiritual sense, to feel that the Life which

pervades the world breathes also in me,—suggesting,

directing, and empowering that loyalty of thought and

action which makes me consciously a harmonious part of

a divine whole. There is nothing in such a distinction

inconsistent with the continuity of religious evolution.

For these two feelings are essentially one
;
and were

both indistinguishably involved in that earliest move-

ment of the spiritual nature, which resulted in fetishism.

But, as ages rolled on, the education of the spiritual

nature would make it more susceptible not only to

outward impressions, Ijut to inward influences. A
man in tlie mental and spiritual condition of the

KafHr Sekese is on tlie very borders of projjhetic

inspiration. And, speaking now only of the outward

facts, it is from some such source that all historical

religions have arisen. By historical religions I iinan

those, the origins of which arc dated within his-
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torical memory, though their records are of course of

very various historical value. In this sense Buddhism,

Judaism, Islam and Christianity are all historical

religions. And they have likewise this also in common,

that they are all prophetic rehgions, in the sense of

deriving their first impulse from some one who spoke

for God, from a feeling of indwelHng inspiration,

and therefore with a certain divine authority. It is

not necessary for our purpose here to argue the

possibility or otherwise of miraculous credentials by
which divine authority might be proved. For the

authority to Avhich I allude needs no proof. It

consists in the power with which a deeper divine

consciousness appeals by energetic utterance to the

minds of men who have reached a certain stage of

spiritual grow^th. A man like Sakya-muni, feeling

the corruptions of the society, and the powerlessness

of the religion, under which he lived, was driven by a

resistless impulse to feel after a re-adjustment of those

relations of mankind to infinite Power, which he felt

to be inadequately represented or grotesquely mis-

represented by a perverted religion. The aim might
not be presented in this form to his own consciousness.

To his mind true felicity, supreme blessedness, or

essential truth might be the object of his search.

But this is manifestly only another way of describing

the right relation of man to infinite Power. Intellec-

tual inquiry after this would be philosophical research;

while an endeavour after the practical expression of
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this would be religion. That the motive of Sackya-

muni was from the first a religious impulse, is shown,

if we may trust our infoimation, by his actions. His

renunciation of splendour and state—his identification

of himself with suffering humanity—his retirement

into a solitude which was to present in its intensest

form the problem of individual life,
—all show, not so

much philosophical reflection, as an earnest desire to

live out the true relation of the one to the All. And

the ideas at which he an-ived of the essential evil of

individual existence, and of the blessedness of Nirvana,

were not so much philosophical conclusions as the

feeling out of the soul towards an unlimited loyalty

to the Infinite.

In the story of Arabian religion it seems not im-

probable that we have before our eyes the whole pro-

cess of development, from fetishism, through spnbolic

idolatry, to a more or less spiritual faith. The black

stone, which from time immemorial has given a special

sacredness to the temple of Mecca, seems an undoubted

relic of the fetishism of a prehistoric i)eriod. There

appears to be no way of accounting for its special

honours, except by a traditional feeling which dates

from a time when the unusual character of the object

stin'ed the first germs of s]>iritual emotion in s<mie

Ijarbaric tribe. Mohammed, however, fuiiid liiscountrv-

men practising a somewhat ehiborate idolatry, which

like all otliers a])peais to have ])een symbolic of the

inscrutal)le powers of nature, liut in the cave whither,
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at the age of forty years, he withdrew for solitary con-

templation, he, like Sackya-muni and Socrates, seems

to have realized an inward impulse,which predominated

over the outward impressions wrought upon his soul

b}^ traditional interpretations of man's relation to the

Infinite. "He consulted," says Gibbon, "the spirit of

fraud or enthusiasm, whose abode is not in the heavens,

but in the mind of the prophet."
"^ We have in these

words a just distinction j)erverted by a sneer. No
one now will attribute to Mohammed, at least in the

outset of his career, any purpose of deliberate fraud.

Nor, when we contrast with the distracted and effete

interpretations of nature current in his time, that

intense unity of infinite Power which he proclaimed,

can there be any hesitation in granting that what, at

least to his own race, was decidedly an onward move-

ment, must have resulted from some special individual

realization of that creative energy which is the

inspiration of universal growth. The errors and

excesses into which he afterwards fell,
—the sensual

* " Roman Empire," vol. vi., p. 222
;
Smith's edition.

" T am

ignorant,"' he says previously (p. 211),
" and I am careless of the

blind mythology of the barbarians, of the local deities, of the

stars, the air, and the earth, of their sex, their titles, their attri-

butes or subordination.'' How contemptuously incredulous

Gibbon would liave been, had he been told that the subjects

which he despises would become matter of intensest interest to a

wiser and more philosophic generation ! Surely the passage is

now a satire on the arrogance of contempt for any phenomena
of human development.
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conceptious of immortality, exciting selfishness in its

most effeminate forms,—the cruel intolerance appealing

to selfishness in its guise of arrogant self-assertion,
—do

undouhtedly detract from the spiritual fame of

Mohammed so much, that it is difficult to credit him

with any high degree of that divine communion which

we may fairly regard as the essence of individual

religion. When compared with the pure unselfish

earnestness of Sakya-muni's hunger after eternal

good,the spiritual ambition ofMohammed seems nothing

Ijut a fierce if biilliant fanaticism. I say nothing of

any comparison with the heroes of Christian inspira-

tion. The stupendous power of Christ had lifted them

to conceptions of the divine life so high that, as

Augustine finely says of St. John, such men dwelt apart

in loneliness like that of the great mountains, whose

loftiness is measured, not by comparison, nor yet by

imagination, but by the flood of blessings which they

pour down on the little hills and plains below. This

immense superiority of the life inspired by Christ

has made it difficult for Christian thought to realize,

or even to believe in, the continuity of religious

evolution. And yet there are so many strong com-

})el]ing reasons which now bind us to the effort
;
and the

whole concepti(jn of man's position in the universe is

so irrational and incongruous on any other hy})uthesis;

that we are l)ound to consider afr<'sh whether the

ditferences between Cliristianity and otlier religions

are such as necessarily to exclude any generalization
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involving them all,
—a generalization which would

make them all alike manifestations of a mvsterious

and sacred "nisiis" in the human soul to attain an ever

truer expression of our relation to the Infinite. To

those who still maintain, in name at least, the

miraculous infallibility of the Christian Scriptures,

such a generalization is of course out of the question.

In their view there can be no continuous growth of the

divine life. For the Almighty has descended into the

middle of history with a written explanation of the

whole subject, less than which cannot be accepted, and

beyond which nothing can be desired. But to those

who do not receive the infallibility of the Bible, the

attempt at such a generalization, on the hypothesis of

a really divine insyjiration variously manifested, has

become absolutely necessary. For no modification of

that infallibihty can be stated, or even conceived,

which, while allowing errors in the Bible, should

preserve its absolute authority upon any subject what-

ever. The change may take place at various rates of

progress ;
and in the spiritual history of many indi-

vidual minds may never be accomplished. But

assuredly the surrender of the unconditional infalli-

bility of the Scriptures leads, not logically only, but by

practical necessity, to the recognition that the Bible is

on all subjects whatever a mixture of truth and error,

which both alike find their approximate analogues in

other far inferior records of religion. And when we

arrive at this position, the refusal to attempt for our-
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selves, if not for others, any generalization founded on

the unity of the religious impulse, must necessarily

amount to a sort of spiritual suicide. No reason can

be given from such a position for treating Christianity

as differing, otherwise than in degTee of superiority,

from other efforts to give practical expression to our

sense of relation to the Infinite. If other great

religions which have swayed the spiritual affections of

millions, and \vhose empire would count in a few

generations as many devotees as Christianity can

reckon in two thousand years, can be accounted for by

purely natural, that is molecular causes, it is impossible

to show any reason why the mingling of truth and error

in Christianity should not be accounted for in the same

way. On the other hand, if we insist, as actual

spiritual experience compels us to do, on the reahty of

a divine afflatus breathing through the forms of

Christianity, it is impossible to deny some measure of

inspiration to the originating impulse, or to the sur-

viving spiritual power, of any religion which has made

men feel, and show by unselfish devotion, a loyalty to

the rule of heaven. The question, Has God s|M)ken

to men? no longer means, Has he once broken an

everlasting silence ? Imt does the race in all its liigher

progress manifest a consciousness of a veritable divine

impulse to which all progress is due ?

It is this (piestion which L think may be answered

witli joyful confidence l>y a true doctrine of continuity

in religious development. It is to illustrate the uni-
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versal realization of that impulse that I have called

attention to the phenomena of fetishism, and to the

constantly-expanding spiritual forces which have raised

its narrow, almost brutish, sense of amazement and

fear into an assurance of inward communion with the

inscrutable Power that embraces and sways the world.

It is as an instance of this that I have insisted upon
the prophetic inspiration of Sakya-muni. And no

distortions and perversions, with which individual

constitution or outward circumstances affected and

perverted the inspiration of Mohammed, can make me
hesitate to believe, that when in the cave of Hera

there started into his mind the conviction,
"
there is

one God, and it is the mission of my life to proclaim

Him" he was in true communion with the Power which

makes all things one, and felt a special impulse of

divine purpose.

It may be objected indeed that here we can have

no illustration of any world-wide evolution; because,

as compared with Christianity which had abeady pre-

vailed for six centuries, Mohammedanism would be a

step in retrogression. But the objection would only

show a misunderstanding of the doctrine here urged.

For the true idea of a continuous and progressive in-

spiration of mankind does not at all necessarily imply

that the resulting development should be equably

realized all the world over at the same time. This

would be as absurd as it would be to insist that,

according to the evolution of species, successive ages
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ought to show everywhere similar, or at least, equal

advances on the simplicity of primeval monads. The

real theory only implies that wherever an advance is

made it everywhere passes through equivalent stages,

and is maintained by new applications of an original

and imperishable force. As applied to the history of

religion, at least so far as my idea of it is concerned,

this would imply that the line of progress, unless

broken by foreign influences, should everywhere pass

from fetishism, through an idolatry symbolic of nature-

worship, to religions properly prophetic. And perhaps

no better example of such a progress could be found

than that which seems suggested by the connection of

the Caaba, first with the ancient idolatries of Arabia,

and then with Mohammedanism. We should not per-

haps attribute very much weight to the fact that

Mohannned himself was of that princely race to which

the guardianship of the sacred stone was specially en-

trusted. But as in his own person the religious history

of Arabia culminated, his genealogical association with

the ancient religion gives a sj)ecial completeness to the

outward embodiment of our illustration. No doubt

the circumstance of Mohammed's accpiaintance with the

Judieo-Christian Scriptures detracts somewhat i'rom the

complete ap])licability of his case to the elucidation of

oui- a]-L!unient. But not altouethcj'; for if Ab)liamnu'd

liad no belief in the reality of Bibliciil inspiration, liis

adoption of scri[)tural suggestions sprang entirely from

his own inward ini[)ulse; while, on the othei" hand, if
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he did believe in a special divine mission of Moses and

of Christ, his insistance on his own supplementary
mission would only be in accordance with a recognition,

in some sort, of that continuance of a divine impulse

to all generations, on whicli I am now insisting. Be-

sides, if absolute and unconditional originality were to

be made the test of any real inspiration, no instance of

such a thing can ever be found in the whole history of

the world.

I maintain therefore that Mohammed may fairly be

taken, equally with Sakj^a-mnni, as an illustration of

the rise of prophetic religions through that sense of an

inw^ard and personal inspiration, which constitutes the

third great stage in the histor}" of religious develop-

ment. The simplicity and spiiitual purity of his first

doctrines; the devotion which drove him to face social

ostracism, persecution, and possible death in the procla-

mation of those doctrines; the persistent earnestness

w4th which he persevered amidst all discouragement,

at an age when the end of life looms into view; the

impossibility of any human forecast of the strange and

lurid splendours which awaited his career; all unite

in justifying our conviction, that in Mohammed had

become articulate that divine impulse for which his

race was ripe; or that a veritable inspiration converted

s^^mbolic glimpses of the sacred mj-steries of the uni-

verse into a loyal devotion to the all-embracing Power

which makes it one.

I have not attempted any sketch of the systems
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inaugurated by these prophetic men whom I have

taken as types. For our present purpose, it does not

matter in the least what these systems were
;
if only

we can recognize in them an advance from symbolic

nature-worship towards an appreciation of the unity

and spirituality of sovereign Power. Sakya-muni's

disciples, who surrendered luxury and wealth; w^ho

showed their impatience of the narrowness of indi-

vidual life by a course of self-forgetful action or

contemplation, which the}^ believed would ultimately

merge them in the only true being, non-existence,

showed therein that loyalty of soul which is the essence

of ftiith. And Mohammed's earliest followers, who real-

ized in his splendid presence the tokens of a divine mis-

sion; who forsook their idols and their kindred for the

glory of a higher truth; whose consciences were refined,

whose energies were braced by the dread thought of

One Sovereign Ruler of the world, showed also, though
undei' the influence of a very different ideal, the same

loyjdty of soul. To both alike their new religion was

dear, because it seemed more nobly capaljlf than any-

thing in their experience of giving practical expression

to their sense of relation to the Infinite.

In dealing, however, though very generally, with the

other historical religions mentioned above, it is impos^

sible to avoid considering more closely the nature and

the reason of the influence wliich they wicM over uur

souls. For if Mosaism or Christianity touches the liearts

(jf men only by the communication of opinions sup[)osetl
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to be infallibly correct, it is impossible to bring either

under the generalization wliich is attempted here. In-

deed they would both belong far more to divine philoso-

pliy tilan to human religion. It is no part ofmy purpose

here to discuss the authenticity or authoritative value of

relio-ious records. It is sufficient to reiterate, what no one

can deny, that these are matters on which various opin-

ions are actually held; and which must be decided, in the

largest meaning of the words, not by faith, but by sight.

I may however be permitted to assume the substantial

accuracy of the memories which venerate Moses as a

leader of prophetic power, who was mighty both in

word and in deed, through the confidence he had, and

which he communicated to others, that God was with

him. To what extent the religious traditions which

are now prefixed to the story of his ministry existed

in his day, we are quite unable to determine. To the

symbolic idolatry of Egypt, however, he seems certainty

to have stood in the same relation as Mohammed to

that of Arabia. The story of his instruction in all the

s\dsdom of the Egyptians, and perhaps the tradition of

Joseph's connection with the priest of On, may be a

reminiscence of Hebrew participation in the idolatrous

mysteries of Egypt. As we have said above, absolute

unconditional oriorinality can be claimed for no one.

The Jewish race is one of such stronglj^-marked

prophetic gifts, that it is extremely probable the germs

of that intense spirituality wliich afterwards charac-

terised them may have existed amongst their nomade
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ancestors. But the sudden development of that

spirituality into a power which broke the sceptre of

Pharaoh, and raised a horde of whining slaves into a

conquering nation, must apparently have been due to

some extraordinary personal characteristics in the great

Lawgiver. We need have no hesitation in believing

what, if disproved, would only be an illustration re-

moved from history to imagination, that in his lonely

banishment among the ^^'ilds of Sinai, the paltry

emblems of Egyptian worship seemed shrivelled up
into miserable mummies. And in dread contrast an

Eternal Presence blazed in the sky, brooded in the

shadows of the hills, and made the weird silence vocal

with a voice mightier than the thunder. But it was

not nature that spoke to Moses
;
not at least nature

passive, developed, made. He stood there the most

glorious thing in nature
;
and all the powers that

went to kindle the sun, or pile the mountains, or rear

the palms, or give grace or vigour to bird or beast,

united the quintessence of their energies in the body
and soul of the man whose contemplations they held

enthralled. It was not from without, but from within,

that the great impulse came which made him the

herald of a higlier religious life. That Egypt had

taught liim the mystery of existence we may well

believe. But if could not givt; him that wliicli would

enable hiiri to ie< 1 at one with tlio Presence he realized

amid the solitudes of Sinai. There was no power to

grasp the heart; there was no breath at all, in the
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emblematic paraphernalia by wliich Egypt hinted at

Eternal Being. But here, in temples reared by no

human hands, the prophet felt, with an intensity for

which nothing but divine communion could account,

the Everlasting Life which is at once the centre and

circumference of all things. Yet no vague imperson-

ality could hold his soul mth a grasp at once so

imperious and tender as that which now he felt. No
veiled Isis, muttering dim words of all that is and can

be, could fire the soul with resolves that fructified in

loyal action. The Great Spirit, of whom perhaps his

wandering forefathers spoke, seemed to find their child

again in the desert which had been their home. Why
should their descendants serve strano-ers in a land

which was not theirs, and gods, w^hose meanness

mocked the glory of the world ? And then while sky,

mountain, and desert burned in a silence that seemed

oppressed by one stupendous Presence, there came into

his heart the words '' / am that I am ; thus shalt thou

say unto the children of Israel, I AM hath sent me unto

you"

Some incidents of the succeeding history would

seem to cast doubt upon the extent to which the

Hebrew Monotheism was developed by the direct

influence of Moses. But that is a question with

which we have at present little concern. It does at

any rate seem to be clear, that, owing to influences

which were traced back to Moses, and which were

continually revived by fresh prophetic inspiration, the
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Hebrew race believed themselves to have a special

mission in the destinies of the world, and to be

sustained in its fulfilment by the protection and

guidance of the supreme God, who—as their best

teachers assured them,—was spiritual in His nature,

inscrutable in His majesty, not to be compared to,

or symbolized by, any created thing in heaven or

earth. That this special destiny of theirs was merely

one of conquest and self-seeking supremacy, is an idea

that may find some support in the earlier and more

savage memories of the nation, but is quite incon-

gruous with the tone of those higher prophetic voices

which proclaimed, that what the priests were to the

favoured people, the favoured people should be to the

whole world.
" Ye shall be unto Me "

said the divine

voice, "a kingdom of priests, and a holy nation."

Echoing this, Isaiah declared " Ye shall be named the

priests of the Lord, men shall call you the ministers of

our God." And it was a steadfast tradition, datinor

from time immemorial, that by the seed of Abraham all

the families of the earth should be blessed. Side by
side with such perceptions of these higher possibilities

of the national destiny there was a fierce and arrogant

spirit, which imparted bitterness to resentment under

persecution, and wliicli, liaviiig its origin in a perver-

ted spiritual })ride, totally inconq)rt'liensible to western

nations, gave philosoi)hic foreigners the imj)n.'.ssion

that the essence of Jewisli religion was a hatred of the

whole human race. But that there were much nobler
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influences at work in the development of Mosaic

inspiration is abundantl}" proved, not only by the

heavenly music of the greater prophets, but by the

undoubted fact of the organic connection between

Judaism and Christianity. Certainly, enemies them-

selves being judges, it must be conceded that never in

the history of the world has there been known a

spiritual power so sublimely creative as that which

was wielded by Christ. But granting this, it must

needs be allowed that many post-canonical Jewish

teachers showed a spiritualit}^ of conception, and an

expansiveness of s^^mpathy, which must have done

much to prepare a fitting soil f >r the germination of

the higher religion. In fine, whatever else may be

accepted or rejected in regard to the Old Testament

dispensation, one feels that the ancient Jews had a

very strong sense of a national and individual relation

to unseen and infinite Power. And whether in the

minute observances of the Law, w in their appeals to

" the sword of the Lord and of Gideon;" whether in

their forecast of supreme dominion, or in their 3''earning

after prosetytes; whether in their fierce scorn of idolatry

or in the pure, sweet breathings of their peerless

psalmody ;
their whole religion in all its growth was a

persistent endeavour, sustained with extraordinary

vitality of purpose, after a practical expression of that

relation to tlie InfiTiite, in which they realized their

exalted mission. The faith constituting their spiritual

power, was not the belief that this or that had



IV. THE ESSEXTIAL NA TURE OF RELIGIOX. 277

happened in times gone by ;
even less did it consist in

theological opinion, as the non-metapliysical character

of all their prophetic writings would show; but it

rather consisted in that loyalty of soul to their sense

of divine relations and a divine destiny, which drew

them to find their highest joy in communion with

God.

The one thing that seems most widely to distinguish

both Judaism and Christianity from other historical

religions, and indeed from all other religions of the

world, is the persistent renewal, in forms adapted to

succeeding ages, of the divine afflatus to which they
owed their birtli. In the a|){)lication of this remark,

of course, we must res^ard the two reli^•ions as different

stages in one organic growth. Buddhism, notwith-

standing the marvellous power of its early enthusiasm,

soon fell into a condition, not so much of suspended

animation, as of ])ermanent paralysis, fnmi which no

revival is conceivable. Moliammedanism. after it had

flown with the swiftness of a wind-driven fire round

the twintei-e<l frame-work of a sleepy church, glowed
for a while in luiid sj)len<lour, and then, as is the

manner of exhausted tires, cooled d(^wn from the ex-

tremities towaids the d\in<^ source of heat. Outbursts

of fanaticism there have been and are; dances of mad

dervishes, and rabid Wahabeeism; like the tongues of

flame that suddenly sho«)t from unsuspected cores of

heat in a consumed ruin; but any genuine renewal,

in forms adapted to other times, of the resistless im-
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pulse which swept Mohammed to surprising victory,

there never has been; and we may fairly regard it as

inconceivable. How different was the history of the

Mosaic religion ! The first impulse given in the wilds of

Sinai was not the kindling of a flame; it was the birth

of a living force. And this, as life ever will, renewed

itself from age to age in forms continually modified by
the circumstances of the times. The great soldiers of

the Israelites were always men instinct with prophetic

fire; their greatest kings were those whom a sense of

the nearness of God subordinated in heart and soul

and will to the fulfilment of a divine mission. The

hereditary priesthood fell, of course, under the inevi-

table doom of efiete conventionality. But the priests

were more than rivalled by that prophetic race whose

genealogy, being spiritual not physical, handed on

through a succession of keen susceptible souls the

sacred torch once kindled by the breath of God. There

seems to us now a pathetic simplicity in the unem-

barrassed innocence with which the old records tell us

how " an angel of the Lord came up from Gilgal to

Bochim and said,
' Ye have not obeyed my voice, why

have ye done this?'" or how, ''when the children of

Israel called unto the Lord because of the Midianites
"

" there came an ano-el of the Lord and sat under an oak

which was in Ophrah
" and saluted Gideon with the

words, "the Lord is with thee thoa mighty man of

valour;" or how the spirit of the Lord came mightily

upon Samson, enabling him to slay a thousand men
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with the jaw-bone of an ass. But there is more in

such reminiscences than a merely mythopoeic imagin-

ation. They show rather an imagination animated and

directed in all its workings by the sense of an ever-

recurrent inspiration from the eternal world. Never,

not even in the flat, sad level, which stretches with a

bright interlude of Maccabean glory, from the captivity

to the Christian era, was the Jewish race wholly un-

visited by special inward impulses from the Power

that outwardly moulds the world. When a corrupt

priesthood reduced the old religion to a fraudulent

pretence, the spiritual power of Samuel stirred it with

fresh energy and inaugurated a new era. When, under

the weak villany of Ahab,
" truth had fiillen in the

streets and equity could not enter," and when, with the

utter dethronement of justice, hope had vanished from

the future, Elijah flashed like a thunderbolt across the

darkened heaven, and with the shock of his fierce

words and deeds light came back once more. In the

later days of the monarchy, when it began to be

ai)parent that the political framework of old Jewish

life could not long withstand the pressure of mighty

empires, slowly crushing upon it like ice-floes on a

vessel in the Arctic seas; tlien arose that nobler race

of pro})hcts, of whom Isaiah, Jeremiali and Habakkuk

are types; and who proclaimed in tlie spiritual prin-

ciples underlying tho ancient law, the' germs of a

future grander than the past. There are ps^dms of tlie

period of tlio ca})tivity, or later, recording so simple
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and pure a sense of divine communion,—songs of

Zion, so changeless in the kindling freshness of their

yet breathing life, instinct with such immortal skill

to touch and heal passionate or despairing souls,
—

that we may well understand how, dating from such

times, they have seemed to many like a portent, not to

be explained by anything short of an arrest of nature's

laws. Take for instance Psalm cxix., that meditation

which with sweet monotony strikes for ever the golden

string, deep buiied in the heart, a string implying in.

its strange susceptibilities the reality of a music not of

this world, but harmonizing all worlds in one. There

is no poetry; there is little rhythm; there is no intel-

lectual insight; there is no comprehensive philosophy,

in the gentle life that yearns and pleads through these

undying words. But there is not one verse through-

out, which does not tell of a man to whom the Infinite

Power was a living presence, a whispering voice, a

beneficent law, a constant inspiration, the everlasting

arms in which he lay, trustful, hopeful, though often

tearful, as a little child. Such are the phenomena that

we mark in the growth of the Mosaic religion; a deep

enthralling sense of national and personal relation to

the Infinite, the practical expression of which relation

was modified from age to age by the pressure of

recurring impulses of inspiration against the circum-

stances of the times, but always so as to make spiritual

declension merely the retirement preliminary to a

higher spring of spiritual attainment. In one word
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Isaiah, bemoaning the godless weakness of his day,

summed up the causes that saved Judaism from the

fate of other historical religions, "When the enemy
shall come in like a flood, the spirit of the Lord shall

lift up a standard against him."

We assume, throughout this exposition, the true

divinity of the impulse which inspires in man a sense

of his relation to the Infinite, and excites the desire

to give practical expression to this consciousness. But

on the other hand it ouoht to be borne in mind

that, according to the ideas here advanced, this in-

spiration does not ensure the accuracy of the expres-

sion in which human endeavour results. The impulse

however is of God; like every creative energy it is

essentially good. And though the mysterious course

of human aflairs is such that, to our conceptions,

this impulse seems to be baflled and perverted at every

step of development; yet every movement which is

achieved by its victory over the nari'owness of creature

life is a real advance towards the blessedness and

purity of that state of existence, in which, as St. Paul

says, "God shall be all in all." It was well that

primeval man should be roused out of mere brute self-

feeling by his wonder at meteoric stones, or other

strange natural objects. It was good that a later race

sliould n.'alize thti mysterious Power encompassing all

that is, and manifesting itself in every natural form

alike, it was better that a stron«r inward vearniuLC

fihindd dniw prophetic souls int<j the consciousness of
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God, and empower them with a spiritual energy com-

manding the sympathy of others. But the noblest

particular manifestation of this divine impulse in

history was the mission of Christ; who bearing with

unchallenged fitness the title
" Son of Man," showed

that the true significance of this title was " Son of

God."

I vfill not enter upon questions of dogmatic theo-

logy; the very object of this essay being to exhibit the

essence of religion as independent of them all. Our

conception of the person of Christ is necessarily de-

pendent, not only upon our favoured canons of historical

criticism, but also upon our ideas of the nature of God.

But whatever may be our notions of criticism or theo-

sophy, the essence of our religion is the fealty with

which we bear ourselves in such relations to the Infinite

as we have been able to conceive or feel. And it is

the power of Christ to exalt, to refine, to intensify our

inward sense of these divine relations, which makes

him "
the chief among ten thousand

"
ideals that have

inspired the loyalty of men. I am well aw^are that

such a description of the mission of Christ will, by
thousands of devout hearts, be spurned as inadequate

in the extreme. For the eager adoration, which is the

just prerogative of that transcendent Name, will allow

no comparison between the Sun of Righteousness and

the stars whose glimmer is extinguished by His rise.

Yet if there was even the feeblest spark of original

inspiration in other and inferior prophets, the difierencB^
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even thouo;h it be like that between a star of the tenth

magnitude and the sun, must still be one of degree.

Nor for our present purpose can any dogma of Christ's

supernatural being affect the question. Whether such

a dogma is true or false, it is here entirely irrelevant.

For on the hypothesis of its truth, all that can be said

is that, at a crisis in the world's history, such a super-

natural Being was needed, to crown the development of

man's divine life by a spiritual power altogether be-

yond the range of strictly human capacity. While, on

the opposite hypothesis, it must be held that the

power needed for the work was within the limits of

a transcendent consciousness of God. But the view

on which I am insisting is not necessarily inconsistent

with either hypothesis. For it amounts to this, that—
the essence of relii^ion consistini' in an endeavour after

a practical expression of man's conscious relation to

the Infinite—the impulse which begets the endeavour

is truly divine, an undeniable form of creative energy;

and farther, tliat this inspiration is to be recognized in

the advance from brute stolidity to Fetishism, from

Fetishism to symbolic Nature-worsliip, from Nature-

woi-ship to prophetic religions such as Mosaism, and

from Mosaism to the higher prophetic religion of

Christianity. Now, miraculous }>owei>5 may, or may
not, have intervened at any strp in the process. But

the decision either way cannot make any ditlerence

to the essential significance of religious development.
And therefore I li<»ld it no part of my duty here to
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discuss the theological dogmas which define super-

natural mysteries. Or if it be urged that what the

Church Q'enerallv attributes to Christ is not so much

a mission of fresh inspiration, but rather a "
finished

work "
of atonement which has completely altered the

relations of a sinful race to the Infinite One; I answer

that even according to this view, inasmuch as salvation

by Christ was admittedly possible before his advent,

the work must be regarded as underl3dng history, and

as in a verv true sense "
finished before the foundation

of the world.'' Thus the course of development which

I have endeavoured to trace might be regarded as rest-

ing upon, and indeed carrying out, with the gTadual

advance characteristic of the progress of creation, the

underlying, dateless, and transcendental atonement

which neutralizes sin. I do not affect to be here

describing my own views; and as little do I deny that

there are very real truths involved in such opinions.

But it is totally alien from the purpose of the present

essay to make any attempt at the elimination of such

hypothetical truths from possible errors. The object

here is to show that, excluding only the idea of any

existing infallible standard of right opinions to be

adopted under pain of damnation, the essential nature

of religion may be so conceived, as at once to preserve

its divine sio-nificance and to include everv form of

opinion under which loyalty to a higher life has ever

been manifested.

If, in the remote beginnings of religious life, the
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expansiveness of our definition is severely tried Ly the

repulsive corruptions of Fetishism, it may appear to

sufier even a gi'eater strain in the attem}»t to apply it

to those glorious embodiments of faith which have

illustrated the Christian centuries. And especially

the sacred passion of evangelic z(ial, which has always

marked the brightest ages of the Church's work, may
seem at once too vigorously human, and too transcen-

dently divine, to be explained by any tendencies that

can be described in words so abstract, or in themselves

so cold as
" an endeavour after a practical expression

of our conscious relation to the Infinite." Still, bear-

ing in mind our assumption of a really divine impulse

animating and pervading spiritual progress, it can be no

dishonour U) Christianity, if we see in its beneficent

enercjies the OTandest outcome of the same tendencies

wliich, excited h\ the wond«,'r of strano-e forms, awoke

in primeval man the first glimmering sense of infinite

mystery. For tlie hearts of all most d<vout Cliristians

have been stirred, beyond the limits of selfishness or

fear, by a strong confidence that all the struggles of the

world and all the dark dealings of Providence are con-

tnjUed or directed by the buundless love declare<l to

mankind in Jesus Christ.
" All thini^s are of Ood," said

St. Paul, "who hath reconciled us to Himseh'l)y Jesus

Christ, and hath given to us the ministry of reeoncili-

ation; to wit, tli;il Cod u;us in Christ reconciling the

world unto Himself, not imputing tlieir trespasses unto

them; and hatli committed unto us the word of recon-
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ciliation. Now, then, we are ambassadors for Christ,

as though God did beseech you by us; we pray you
in Christ's stead, be 3^e reconciled to God." " Herein is

love," said St. John, "not that we loved God, but that

He loved us, and gave His Son to be the propitiation

for our sms." Such passages give the key-note of the

gospel ;
and there can be little dispute but that, in for-

ever reiteratino' this, the "
evansjelicals

"
and their

spiritual forefathers have kept closest to the real source

of Christianity's regenerative power. Earnestness of

emotion, by concentrating attention too much on

single points, has too often contracted the views of the

devoutest men. And this contraction of view has

frequently and inevitably resulted in the distortion of

the ffivourite doctrines which have been thus isolated
;

so that at recurring periods, such names as ''Paulician,"
"
Pietist," and "

Methodist," have become synonyms for

morbid superstition, and objects of undeserved reproach.

But still it stands good, that while other schools of

relio^ious thouo-ht have been mouldino- the intellectual

system, or clipping the extravagant formulas, or adorn-

ing the worship of the Church, the evangelicals and

their predecessors have, often almost alone, kept the

sacred fire burning on the altar. That the fervour,

which by a true apostolic succession they have trans-

mitted from age to age, is inseparable from dogmas for

ever changing form in their hands, I hold to be an illu-

sion, eventually to be dissipated by the conjunction of

an equally fervent faith with a wider knowledge. But
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no natural impatience of a blind conservatism, which

threatens the survival of religion in any form, ought

to obscure the patent fact, that the life of Christianity

has always been most vigorously manifested by the

fervour of the evangelic spirit. The intense pathos of

St. Paul's pleading, the cloudless contemplations of St.

John in his divinest moods, the bewildered eloquence

of the Letter to Diognetus, which trembles and loses

self-control under the weight of glory that oppresses

the writer in the love of God, the most jubilant music

of Chrysostom's golden tones, the v/eightiest utterances

of Augustine's divine consciousness, the sweet mysticism

of Tauler, the indignant protests of Luther, the imagin-

ative joy of the author of "Grace Abounding," the

eager pointedness of Wesley's zeal, and all the undying
words and works of the noble army of Christ's

witnesses—have been constantly inspired, energized,

and brightened by the one unfailing source of mystic

wonder, that "God so loved the world." It was the

feeling that in Christ the true Father's heart came out,

it was the clearness, the purity, the simplicity to

homeliness, with which the unsearchable mystery of

God's nature seemed in take form in Clirist, that so

fired the souls of the noblest preacher.s, and wro\ight

with such unfMilinLT eti'ect on the hearts of mankind.

But this sense of Divine Love is surely an int<jnse

and beautiful form of our conscious relation to the

Infinite; and the j)iactical expression of this con.scious-

ness, in a life <jf grateful devotion, has produced tho
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highest types of character that the Christian world

has seen.

Or, if it be insisted that the so-called forensic form

of the doctrine of the atonement, often very repul-

sively presented, has had quite as much to do with

sphitual excitement under "
gospel preaching," as any

exhibition of divine love
; still, even this corruption of

the original simplicity of the Gospel appealed to the

desire to realize, beyond and above all moral stan-

dards, a sacred and everlasting sanction which alone

makes them venerable. How often have earnest

evangelical preachers, with little regard, as usual, to

the real meaning of texts, quoted with emphasis the

words, that the Lord " will magnify the law and make
it honourable." This prophecy they have seen fulfilled

in the sacrifice of Christ. They have pointed to " the

man Christ Jesus" suffering in his very sympathies both

with God and man, as a manifestation of the dread

burden which the sin of others is to a holy nature.

And some of the more mystical of such preachers have

pointed to the cross of Christ, as a figure of God's

patient endurance beneath the injustice and wrong,
which human rebellion had done to His mercy
and goodness. With such a form of doctrine there

can be no difliculty. Here is man's conscious-

ness of relationship to the Infinite, taking form in a

beautiful and touching expression of the divine grounds

of righteousness. And even where intellectual con-

fusion, coarseness of feeling, and false analogy have
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combined to form a conception of that sacrifice more

worthy of Fetishism than of Christianity ; still, in the

representation of guilt condemned and law secured by
a supernatural divine economy, there has been mani-

fest a cravincc desire to see the authoritative claims of

religion and morality based on our relation to supreme
and unswerving justice.

By this brief illustrative review I have endeavoured

to show that there underlies all religions, whether in

our opinion they are true or falso, the same essential

idea. Each is an endeavour after a practical expres-

sion of man's conscious relation to the Infinite. This

consciousness, as we have seen in the essay on the

Philosophy of Ignorance, is necessarily given when

man comes to such a stage of maturity that the

fraLrnientariness of his creature life is contrasted with

the immeasurable All wliich is the "complement of the

Ego." Like every otlier form of human consciousness,

it in all probability arose thn^ugh a long course r)f

slow development. And even in its utmost maturity

it does not constitute reliLfion. The essence of relitrion

is the impulse to interpret that relationship as inxolv-

ing humility, submission, aspiration, and loyalty to

the recoi^nised laws of a Power that is alto«rether

l)eyond self-will. That impulse I recognise as truly

divine, the vital essence of ever\- form t)f sacred in-

Rpiration. Again, by the deseription "truly divine."

I mean that it is a real and un<lyinLr •'lenient in thr

inscrutal)le j)ower which is the etlicient cause d
T
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evolution. It is no misinterpretation or corruption

arising from a misunderstanding of the universe by
self-conceit. It is no mere negation of a comprehensive

and adequate conception of the universe. It is a

normal and positive manifestation inwardly, to our

consciousness, of the Power in whom all things consist,

and of whose infinite modes the changes, which consti-

tute evolution, are the exhibition in phenomenal succes-

sion. If it be asked how I have the confidence to affirm

this, I appeal to no authoritative documents, and to no

miraculous attestations, save those which are written in

the heart, and which guarantee, by a mysterious but all-

sufficient authority, the principles lying at the basis of

all practicable life. As we obey the predisposition to

find in the testimon}^ of the senses an external world,

although its externality cannot be proved ;
as we con-

fidently act on the predisposition to realize in cause

and effect n:iore than mere succession, and to augur the

future from the past, without the slightest justification

by syllogism ;
so a genuine loyalty of soul teaches obed-

ience to the predisposition that inclines us to recognise

in an impulse pervading all the progress of mankind, and

animating our own noblest life, the veritable, inward,

and spiritual working of everlasting Power. This im-

pulse drives us to find some practical expression, either

spiritual in religious virtues, or intellectual in religious

philosophy, or symbolic in religious w orship, of the in-

defeasible consciousness of relation to God. And in such

an endeavour we find the essential nature of religion.
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The question, however, here arises, whether on the

views thus advocated the truth or falsehood of

religious teaching is of any importance at all
;
and

especially in what sense, if any, Christianity may
be refi:arded as a reli^'ion of savincr truth. How,
it may be asked, is it possible that the most impressive

doctrines of evano-elical relif^ion should affect the heart,

apart from a strong and even stern conviction of their

historical revelation and binding authority ? In

answer to such questions we must try to determine

what it is in the most impressive doctrines which has

given them their special power. If the vital essence

of tlieii* energy consists in any outward event, or in

the precise form of any intellectual dogma ;
then the

intellectual insinuation would be unanswerable, that

reliiiion nmst stand or fall with the balance of historical

evidence, or of ecclesiastical authority. But such a

thing is sim|)ly inconceivable. No historical event

can possiljly affect the heart, save in so far as it

conveys or strikingly suggests spiritual j)rinciples.

The dread and glorious consummation of Calvary itself

could have no lesson for the lieart, and no regeneration

for the soul, except when regarded as embodying and

enforcing; tlie horror of sin, the re<i:enerative mi^'lit of

selt-sacrihce, and the eniiurancc of divine patience.

When, therefore, we would estimate the trutli or falsi'-

hood of reli<dous teaclnn«r, it is not so much its testi-

mony to outward facts with u liicli we liave to do, but

rather the principles wlii'h it inters, it may, or may
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not, be true that Christ had the power of opening the

eyes of the blind; but the only religious element in the

question is the use which is made of such miracles to

instruct the modern Church. If, for instance, the

lesson be drawn that an intense consciousness of God

gives the power of illumining blind souls with the

perception of a divine significance such as they had

never hitherto found in life, the instruction remains

true, whatever may be the character of the events that

suggested it. If it should be rejoined that upon the

reality of Christ's miracles must depend the belief in

his supernatural being, the answer is plain ;
that this

supernatural being could not possibly be of any

spiritual advantage to the world, save in so far as it

conveyed or suggested spiritual influence. For instance,

if the lesson be that the supernatural being of Christ

shows the love of God to men in sending one so great

to be their Saviour, the stimulating power here lies,

not in the theoloo-ical do2:ma, but in the thous^ht that

is suggested. Now, any thought suggested concerning

the Infinite God cannot be dependent for its essential

truth on this or that event which brings it home to

men. And it is at least conceivable, that a larger

knowledge of the universe, and a more intense realisa-

tion of present inspiration from on high might take up,

and maintain in all its fulness, that sense of Divine

Love, which once needed a supernatural ^dsion to ex-

cite it. Of course the feet of God's "
unspeakable

gift
"
to men, however it may be interpreted, remains
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an indestructible element, or rather vital centre, in any
rational conception of history. But so far as religion

is a present thing, its emotions and its energies ought

to be their own witness, apart from any historical

criticism of the modes in which they were suggested.

In effect, what we ought to mean by the truth or false-

hood of Christianity is not the reality or otherwise of

any events which are associated with its rise
;
but

rather the adequacy of the ideas it gives, of the feelings

it inspires, and of the life it teaches, to give expression

in the present day to our conscious relation to God.

These remarks are not to be interpreted as necessarily

involving any opinion one way or the other, on special,

historical, or theological questions. Not that I would

hesitate to give my own opinions were they relevant.

But the essence of ray position here is that they are

not relevant. With the single exception, which we are

compelled to make, of the opinion that there is any
infallible standard, binding to intellectual obedience on

pain of perdition, the most various and opposite views

of Christian history may be entertained by those who

agree in the idea here given of the essential nature of

religion. Thus it is quite possible that a man, whiK-

acknowledging religious life to be a ])resent energy of

the soul, roused not by historical memory, but by the

8])iritual suggestions associated therewith, may yet be

lirmly convinc«;d that the present ins[)irati<>n never

couM have existed apart fn >ni a mysterious divine

Incarnation ;nel a supernatural ministry, lie then^-
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fore asserts and maintains the all but literal accuracy

of the New Testament narratives
;
while at the same

time he owns that if the result, with a view to which

miraculous deeds were wrought, are actually attained

in the soul of his friend, it matters but little that the

opinions of this latter concerning the events in question

are directly opposed to his own. Such a position is at

least perfectly intelligible and consistent. For it is

not only conceivable,—it is an actual fact, that

persistent spiritual influences have had their origin in

events, the memory of which, owing to the absence of

adequate records, has afterwards become hopelessly

obscured. And if, at any crisis in history, miraculous

attestations of supernatural power were necessary for

the next step in the development of spiritual life, it is

not at all an impossible supposition, that, while the

spiritual influence flowed on like an unfailing river,

the historical source might become clouded with

obscurity. In such a case, opposite opinions on the

historical question might well be possible to minds

equally candid, and equally appreciative of the divine

life that is the substantial result. This is a view

which is indeed not often, if ever, actually avowed by
those who magnify the import of tlie supernatural

elements in Christianity; but it is nevertheless practi-

cally adopted by all who, while holding firmly to

their own orthodox opinion^, hesitate to prophesy the

perdition of a sincere and upright opponent. On the

other hand, it is equally possible that inability to
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adopt the ordinary theory of Christian origins may be

associated with all the spiritual affections which alone

give to those historical opinions significance and

value
;
with the spirit of reverence and aspiration ;

with brave faith in Divine Love
;

with the con-

sciousness of divine communion. It is true that this

position likewise is too uncommon. The vehement

insistance of religious people on the inseparable con-

nection between the letter and the spirit, with their

incessant denunciations, often loud and bitter, of any
free handling supposed to threaten the foundations,

have reacted upon all free thinkers so as to create a

prejudice against the spiritual principles and devout

emotions thus represented as absolutely inseparable

from irrational bigotry. But when the present time

of conflict shall have passed, and when a genera-

tion more familiar with scientific and critical results

is enabled more calmly to consider the whole ques-

tion, the deep spiritual needs of man will again

assert their claims,
—the keen force of aspiration after

God will be revived; and whatever mav l)e the view

ultimatelv taken as to the historical character of

Christian origins, the ideal, wliich as a matter of

fact has b(.'en engendered, of the Divine Humanity, and

of the kingdom of God on uarth, will again be cheri.shed

as the precious hoir-loom of a mysterious but creative

aLTC. If a man does but feel that Ciod is in liim and

witli him now; if he knows l>y experience that prayer,

as an act of divine eonnnnnion, op('?i> an unfailing
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fountain of refreshment, solace, and strength ;
if that

larger and blessed life which is for ever pressing from

the realms of the infinite into his narrow soul, appears

always in the form of the grand Being who made the

cross a throne
;
what does it matter that the audible

voice on Sinai melts into the echoes of earnest human

thouo^hts ? What is it to him that the fire which an-

swered Elijah's prayer has become the mythic symbol
of the fire for ever burning on the altar of his heart ?

Or even if the assertion of a unique and inconceivable

miracle, embodied in the person of Christ, should ap-

pear to be the expression of emotions that struggled

for utterance, rather than the record of historic fact,

he has, in the form assumed by the divine Spirit in all

inward communion, the true reality underlying the

promise :

"
Lo, I am with you alway, even unto the

end of the world." The truth of religion must be

spiritual ;
must concern the adequacy of its expression

of our conscious relation to the Infinite. And what-

ever part historical events may have played in making
a more adequate expression possible, the power of the

higher spiritual consciousness awakened ought not

to be, and ultimately cannot be, dependent on the

opinions held about the questions of history involved.

From another side the objection might be urged,

that the views of reliction here .sucrorested make it

nothing more than a kind of mystic morality. And,

in as far as the foundations of morality must ultimately

be found, not in the utilitarianism, which can at best
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give only the standard; but in that loyal subordination

to Infinite Power, which alone suggests an adequate

sanction, there would be some truth in the assertion.

But, instead of being an objection, it would rather

amount to a confirmation of the theory advanced. For

every one, who believes in the necessity of religion at

all, must allow that while different in its exercises and

in its ultimate outlook, morality is in the last result

intimately entwined with the very roots of religion.

Still, for all practical purposes, morality and religion

represent very different conceptions. For morality

deals with our relations to mankind or to other living

things, as, equally with ourselves, fragmentary mani-

festations of universal Power; and by the force of

traditional custom we may observe certain rules for

our conduct in such relations, without ever raisinj^ the

question in our own minds as to the sanction on which

all such rules must ultimatelv rest. But when once

that question is raised, it is impossible to give any

permanently satisfactory answer without an appeal to

religi(jn. For as morality deals with our relations to

other creature lih' relii^ion rests in our sense of that

universal and eternal Life of which we ourselves and

all others are fragni(intary manifestations. As a })rac-

tical expression of this consciousness, religion demands

the sulfordination of self, not so much to the particular

interests of this or that individual, but i-ather to what

we call th(^ plan or purpos*' which is manifested to us

in evolution, and interpreted by an irrepressible ])re-
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disposition as the energy of an eternal Life. Here, and

here alone, is an adequate sanction for the "
ought

"

which 23ervades all particular rules of morality. To

tell a man that self-sacrifice is glorious or beautiful

may be a very pretty sentiment; yet it affords no

strong ground for command. But any emotional re-

cognition of the truth that he lives, moves, and has his

being in an Infinite Life, no one of whose manifes-

tations exists for its own particular self, but each for

all, must bring with it the feeling of loyal obligation

underlying all devotion to duty. The view of religion

therefore as an endeavour after an adequate expression

of our conscious relation to the Infinite would seem

to explain both the original unity and the practical

divergence of morality and religion. Religion gives

the sense of rightful subordination to the divine reign

manifest alike in universal order, and in the in-

ward consciousness of creative and inspiring Life. But

this consciousness cannot of itself give any distinct

notion of the manner in which that subordination

should be shown in our relation to other creatures.

For this latter purpose we need principles and rules

elaborated in the course of experience; and which,

becoming matters of custom or habit, are often obeyed

without any reference to their original sanction. Thus

morality becomes separated, in conception at least, from

religion; a dangerous course, which can never long be

continued with safety. On the other hand the con-

templative mind, dwelling upon its conscious relation to
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infinite Power, loves to find utterance for its emotions

in spiritual reverie or acts of worship, which too often

receive no practical interpretation in daily life. Thus

religion becomes separated from morality; a course, if

possible, more dangerous than the other. But a true

idea of religion, while making morality independent of

any alleged infallible laws written and gi^aven in stone,

inspires it at the same time with a power of growth in

accordance with man's increased knowledo'e of the laws

of the universe. And farther, such an idea of religion,

by pointing to a sanction of morality deeply seated in

the constitution of human nature, lessens the tempta-

tion to sever even in thought two beneficent and

ennobling influences, never to be separated one from

another without a speedy loss of vital power.

For the completion of the subject it now only re-

mains, first to show the relation of do^fma and of faith

to the ideas here propounded; and then to make some

suggestions as to the futm-e of religion when such

ideas begin to be generally adopted. Dogma, meaning

literally that which seems good to, or has been decreed

by, a sufficient authority, is ecclesiastically applietl to

those foiiual ex{>ressions of o[)inion which liave been

approved either by the Catholic Church, or by its

divergent sects. Such, for instance, is the opinion con-

cerning the incarnation embodied in the Athanasian

Creed, or in "The Westminster Confession of Faith."

Such also is the doctrine of AtoncniL-nt contained in



300 ESSA rs. IV.

the Second Article, which describes the Sacrifice of

Christ as intended to
"
reconcile His Father to us."

These instances are sufficient to illustrate, what in-

deed no one will dispute, that religious dogma means a

formal and to a certain extent authoritative expression

of opinion on some point of man's relation to the

Infinite. DoQ^ma tells us that God and man are re-

conciled in Christ. Various dosfmas ^ive inconsistent

explanations as to the manner in which this was

efiected. Dogma offers a decided opinion as to the

personal being and ontological essence of that inspir-

ing Power, which, as a matter of fact, is realized in all

the highest moments of individual life or of history.

Thus dogma belongs to philosophy or metaphysics

rather than to religion properly so called. It is an in-

tellectual explanation of that consciousness which finds

practical expression in religious life. But since, as we

have seen, the very essence of that consciousness lies

in a sense of relation to the Infinite, which is in its

true being unknowable, and therefore beyond all power

of expression, dogma must always be utterly inadequate

as an explanation of the religious life. It does not

follow at all that religion is impossible; but only that

dogma, whatever be its uses, should never be con-

founded with it. An endeavour after a ^^rac/^'ca/

expression of our conscious relation to the Infinite

produces emotions, aspirations, loyalty of soul and

deeds of sacrifice, the very virtue of which consists in

a feeling of their utter inadequacy to realize
" the glory
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that excelleth." There is no attempt here to define

that which is illimitable, or to push the arrogance of

thought beyond the bounds of the knowable. There

is only the inextinguishable faith, that true life is a

gradual awakening towards the realization of a good-

ness that outstretches all the yearning of human love,

and of a total perfectuess that is always beyond the

horizon of contemplation. Hence true religion is

innocent of fanatic confidence, and is guiltless of the

impiety which would set dogmatic bounds to Infinite

Being. On the other hand dogma, being an efibrt to

give intellectual expression to some phase of the

Infinite, so as apparently to explain and account for

particular religious affections, may for a Avhile give

intensity to those affections by a seeming definition of

their object. But after a time, by putting a ban upon
their restless yearning after an ever-expanding glory,

it uniformly tends to diminish their vitahty, or to

pervert their direction. Tliat dogma has its uses it

would be absurd to deny. But the experience of many
centuries teaches us that it is at the best an imperfect

expression of man's ever-growing consciousness of GocL

And the conditions needed for its rightful use are, first

of all a deep feeling of its tentative im])erf('ction; and

next the courageous freedum of thought, wliich makes

dogma to gi-ow out of religious life, rather tlian reli-

rrious life out of dofniia. In tine, if the essential nature

of religion is the j)ractieal activity of our conscious

relation to the Infinite, dogma is the for ever inquirfect
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form under which that relationship is intellectually

conceived. How far then the ancient dogmas of the

Church may need remodelling before they are fitted

to express the religious life of the present age, I shall

not attempt here to decide in detail. But no one,

except those who cling to the now impossible dogma
of infallibility, will for a moment deny that the stu-

pendous enlargement of man's ideas of the physical

universe must inevitably recjuire some corresponding

expansion in his notions of that Infinite Power, whose

phenomenal glory dazzles his mind and enthralls his

heart.

No error has been more fatal to the simplicity and

spirituality of religion, than the inveterate confusion

of thouo'ht, which has to so laro-e an extent identified

faith with opinion. It was this confusion that gener-

ated the fierce, intolerant spirit too often exhibited in

the controversial writins^s of even the noblest amongr

the Fathers of the Chui'ch. It was this which incited

Christians in their prosperity to take up, and wield

with even yet more pitiless vigour, the weapons of

persecution dropped from the paralyzed grasp of their

heathen opponents. It was this which made the work

of the inquisitor a sacred office, and commissioned him

to save the souls of the many by visiting with horrible

tortures the mental independence of the few. It is

this which has retarded the progress of inquiry, which

has set a ban on science, and for lono- centuries has

committed the keys of knowledge to a stolidly self-
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sufficient priesthood. It is this same confusion which,

even at the present day, engenders all the inconsisten-

cies, the hollow professions of candour on the lips,

masking a slavish terror in the soul, which too often

characterize the attitude of popular religion in its bear-

ing toward science. It is impossible to deny that the

innocent source of this confusion lies in the New Tes-

tament itself. The apostolic writers, consumed with

noble zeal for the swift achievement of great moral

aims, could not be expected to pause for metaphysical

distinctions. And even had they been willing to do

so, their employment of an alien language, to embody
ideas and feelings which had ripened under Hebrew

forms, threw unusual difficulties in their way. A
Hebrew root, which, though capable of intellectual

ap})lications, lends itself far more easily to moral

associations, was translated by various derivatives of

a Greek ro(jt, which, though susceptible to indirect

moral suggestions, was essentially intellectual in its

central sii^'niticance.* The first notion of the Hebrew

j?.^ according to Geseniu.s (Thesaurus &c.) means originally

and properly "fulcivit, sustentavit; liinc n:oj< columna &c."

Hence in its intransitive form it is eciuivalent to "
firnuis, incon-

cusHUs fuit
; talis([ue ([uo tuto ali(inis inniti possit ; metaj)h. titiu.s

fuit." Under the Hipiiil form we get with aj»j)ro])riate ([n(»tati(>ns

1. innixus est rei, '1. ]>ro tido et tuto habuit, tidem liahnit alicui,

contisus est, U. credidit.

In accordance witli this view of the hmjI, wo gi't under the noun

rcTDN, which is the Old Testament word for faith, 1. tirmitas, 2.

aecuritas, ;}. tides, (pia <iuis promissji ])nesiat et exsequitur.
This is sutlicient to su.stain the remarks made in the text.



root, according to Gesenius, is that of firm support;

and this leads naturally to the idea of trustiness,

steadfastness, loyalty. Or in other forms it is applied

to the recoo'nition of that character in others. Thus

when the Psalmist laments that "the faithful fail from

among the children of men," or expresses his con-

fidence that " the Lord preserveth the faithful,'' the

epithet he uses suggests no adherence to any opinions,—orthodox or heterodox—but, as indeed the English

word most accurate^ indicates, that trustworthiness or

loyalty of soul, from which we may confidently expect

integrity and uprightness of dealing. So also when

the prophet Habakkuk declares that "
the just shall

live by his faith," he speaks not of any opinion, but of

that steadfast continuit}' of moral purpose which

waits in humble acquiescence upon the purposes of

God. On the other hand, when it is said of Abraham

that " he believed in the Lord, and He counted it to

him for righteousness," the derivative form here used

sio'nified that Abraham recoo^nized the faithfulness of

God, and confidently reckoned on the fulfilment of

His promise. Here again, although it may justly be

said that there is at least an implied opinion about the

being of God, it is not the opinion, but the moral

element of steadfast loyalty to the nature of God,

which is represented as winning the divine approval

At any rate, this is, as we shall presently see, St. Paul's

interpretation of the passage. Of course the same

Hebrew root is applied also to describe a confident
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persuasion which may be purely intellectual. But it

is obvious, from these illustrations, that the first and

most natural suggestion of its originally physical

significance is one, not of intellectual opinions, but of

moral affections.

Now, when we turn to the Greek root * and its

derivatives, the order and connection of ideas seem to

be a little different. Here the first idea, so far at

least as Greek usage is concerned, is that of persuasion

by
"
talking over

;

"
and this is most naturally associa-

ted with the enforcement of opinion by argument.

But a man who is really persuaded, has confidence,

and is steadfast in his purpose. Hence a derivative

verb expresses belief, and a derivative noun and

adjective faithfulness. This coincidence, of a general

similarity of meaning with a divergent suggestiveness,

^oes far to explain the use, which is made in the New

Testament, of the nearest equivalents that could be

<

* Of course roots, properly so-called, do not lie on the surface

in Greek, as they do, at least conventional!}'; in Hebrew. But,

taking ttci^cu jis the primary verb with which Trt'crri'? Trio-revco,

itc, are connected as secondary formations, we find in Litldel

and Scott, that the former is iuteri>reted iis meaning "to

jnevail upon, win over by any fair means, especially by words, to

talk over, to persuade." In the passive, of course, the word

means to be pei*suaded by a person, to yield to liim. Thus the

original force is clearly intellectual. TrifjTei'w, and still more

-uTTL'i, has more of moral significance, and imUed in the latter

it is predominant almost to the extent of exclusiveness. I>ut in

the verb Triarevo) there is very much more of merely intellectual

opinion than in y7t^\^-

U
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found for the Hebrew notion of faith. For while it

can be distinctly shown that the element which, in the

view of St. Paul, and perhaps of the Evangelists, gave

all its spiritual value to faith, is a moral affection
;

it is undeniable that this moral affection was treated

as practically inseparable from the adoption of certain

religious opinions. The "
locus classicus

"
on this

subject is that passage in the Epistle to the Eomans,*

where St. Paal describes the faith of Abraham.
.

" He

staggered not at the promise of God through unbelief;

but was strong in faith, giving glory to God; and

being fully persuaded that what He had promised

He was able to perform. And therefore it was

imputed to him for righteousness."

It is evident that here the Apostle is endeavouring

to account for the apparent anomaly of a faith

reckoned as righteousness, by describing the former as

an essentially moral affection,
—the root of all other

virtues. Abraham was firm and fearless because of

his loyalty to God
;
but this quality is the very life

and soul of righteousness. Nay, so distinctly is faith

a moral attribute in the view of this Apostle, that he

does not hesitate to ascribe it to the Most High.
" What if some did not believe ?

"
+ he asks

;

"
shall

their unbelief make the faith of God of none effect ?
"

Now "the faith of God" can here be nothing else

than divine loyalty to the ancient covenant
;
and into

such a conception, of course, no element of opinion can

* Romaus iv. 18-22. t Eomans iii. 3.
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intrude. So, too, when St. Paul describes the fruit of

the Spirit as "love, jo}^, peace, lojigsufFering, gentleness,

goodness, faith, meekness, temperance,"* it seems

impossible to doubt that, in his idea, faith must have

been as purely moral an affection as any of those with

which it is associated. A similar reflection occurs

when we read in the Gospels how Christ rebuked

those who payed
"
tithe of mint, and anise, and cum-

min, but omitted the weightier matters of the law,—
judgment, mercy and faith ."t And when the Saviour,

in foresight of Peter's temptation to treachery, says to

him "
I have prayed for thee that thy faith fail not," +

we feel that the word can hav^e little if any theo-

logical content, and must be taken as equivalent to

faithfulness, or loyalty of soul.

It is however undeniable that the more intellectual

idea of faith, suggested by Greek tenns, did likewise

pervade the teaching of St. Paul, and doubtless of

most, if not of all the primitive preachers. The refer-

ences made to the fate of those to whom " the gospel

was hid," § or to whom the Apostle was " a savour of

death unto death," II make it difficult for us to imagine

that St. Paul could have hoped for the salvation of

any heatlien hearers who, however sincerely, rejected

the opinions which lie taught about the mission of

Christ to the world. Still less can we suppose tliat

St. John would have allowed the innocence of any,

* Galatiaiis v. 22. t INFatthew xxiii. 23. X L"l<e xxii. 32.

§ 2 Coriulhiaus iv. 3.
||

2 Corintliiaus ii. IG.
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however otherwise vh'tuous, who refused to adopt the

belief that Jesus Christ was the Son of God, and had

come in ordinary human flesh.* But yet there is

sufficient evidence in such passages as those above

quoted, and indeed in the whole tone of the New
Testament, that, whatever might be the inseparable

associations of the word, the vital element, the nucleus

of all regenerative power in the primitive Christian

idea of faith, was not any opinion however sacred; but

a moral afiection, which we best describe as loyalty

of soul. And indeed, St. James' t impatience of the

associations which had grown up around the Greek

equivalent for the Hebrew description of faithful

obedience, would seem to be a curious confii^mation

of the views here suo'o-ested.
" The faith of our Lord

Jesus Christ
"
was to this writer an equivalent expres-

sion for obedience to '' the perfect law of liberty." But

when he found that there were those who expected

salvation because their monotheistic opinions con-

trasted favourably with the idolatrous systems of the

heathen, he could not withhold the scathing rebuke,—
" Thou believest there is one God; thou doest well.

Tloe devils also believe, and trembler t

We shall not be far wrong, then, if we assert that

the essential significance of primitive Christian faith

was a loyalty of soul to that ideal of humanity—or,

better still, to that expression of the relations of God

and man, which was set forth in Jesus Christ. But

* 1 John ii. 22. t Ep. of James ii. 14. % Chapter ii. 19.
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farther, as St. Paul attributed the glory of Abraham

to his faith, and as he seems to have conceived of un-

illumined heathen who were " a law unto themselves,"

we may fairly generalize the New Testament idea of

faith, so far as to consider it definable, as an inward

loyalty to the best ideal known. And if so, the rela-

tion of faith to the essential nature of religion is clear.

For an endeavour after a practical expression of our

conscious relation to the Infinite is naturallv shown,

first in the courage which obeys predispositions, whose

authority cannot be proved by sight; and next in

outward obedience to the ideals, which such predis-

positions recognize as approximations to infinite good-

ness. When Saul of Tarsus " kicked against the

pricks," he was resisting predispositions implanted and

sustained by the Spirit of God, and which had been

roused to an agony of suppressed desire b}^ the re-

flection of Christ's glory beaming from Stephen's heroic

face. He began to feel, but would nut for a while

acknowledge, that the crucified Jesus was a diviner

ideal than he had ever known. Prejudice, sectarian

pride, s^)cial ambition, all fought against the con-

fessiun; and so long as he withheld it he was faith-

less, through disloyalty of soul. But the vision

and the voice bore down his stubborn will; and

the words of meek submission,
"
Lord, w liat wilt

th(ju have me to do?" were the be«dniiin<' of theo o

obedience of faith.

In this view faith, while equal!}' sincere, may be
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capable of a thousand varieties, according to the cu^-

cumstances, opportunities, and mental or spiritual

capacities of individual men. And as it is not opinion

that saves, but the sacred loyalty which is only an-

other word for reconciliation to God, w^e should be

prepared to recognize
"
like precious faith

"
in every

unselfish surrender of life to the sway of a higher law,

however it may be revealed. "It is of sin that we

do not love that which is best."* In those words

lies the whole doctrine of faith. For " what is best
"

is ever the infinite perfection of God, breaking

upon us in a myriad phases, all having their special

attraction for individual afiinities. Or if there be, as

undoubtedly there are, some broad gleams of the

Supreme Goodness such as draw all eyes away from

lesser lights ;
these great outshinings of the divine

glory are themselves refracted into
" broken lights

"

which have their sects and their day. Their separate

adorers dispute and wrangle, each mistaking a part for

the whole; while, if they did but know it, all alike

possess a faith that might
" work by love." For as it

must be held that all rules of morality are finally

embraced under one ultimate sanction, so the sub-

jective root of every variety of human obedience is

the one susceptibility, which feels the charm and

the awe of that sanction under all particular forms;

and this susceptibility is only another word for

faith.

*
Boethius, quoted in the Theologia Germanica.
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Our COD elusion then is, that much of the distractincr

anxiety, arising at the present day from unsettlement

of religious opinion, is caused by an insufficient idea of

what religion is in its own essential nature. Whereas,

when once that essential nature is realized, it is felt to

be indestructible. For it is distinctive of man, that

in his thoughts and in his emotions he must ever feel

after the unity and totality of being. In vain Materi-

alism fixes its microscope, and invites us to see in

cells or molecular atoms the ultimate reality of exist-

ence. For the wondering mind sees in them only

depth beyond depth of an unfathomable mystery. In

vain Positivism denies all recoo-nition of auoht but~
CD

what can be analyzed, or measured, or weighed. The

tendency to see beyond all moral laws an eternal

sanction, and to find beneath the vision of the world an

all-comprehensive Life, is as irrepressible, and surely as

true to the significance of the universe, as the craving

of the eye for colour, or of the ear for beautiful sounds.

It may be feared indeed, by those who think timidly

of the future, that the break-up of old forms, for

which no precisely equivalent suljstitute can be found,

must inevitably be followed by the weakness of con-

viction, so constantly associated witli vagueness of

definition. But sucli gloomy prophets forget, that

much of the distinctness, which thev attribute to

their own religious forms, consists far more in famili-

arity of language than in definiteness <»f thought.

iJo they dare to frame to themselves any semlJance of
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the transcendeiit Majesty tliey worship ? Dp they

know what tliey mean when they speak, for instance,

of o'uardino- ao'ainst
"
dividino- the substance or con-

founding the pei'sons
"

of Deity ? Does any effort

of imao'ination enable them to make real to them-

selves the enshrining of a distinct Divine Person in the

babe of Bethlehem ? The words which propound the

religious dogmas referred to, are familiar, and confi-

dently used, giving a false impression of an intellectual

distinctness which has no real existence. It is long

habit; it is the reception, through well-worn channels,

of the inspiring emotions that come from a sense of

our nearness to God; this, and no distinctness of con-

ception about supernatural being it is, which makes

old forms so beautiful and dear. But change of form,

though it may sometimes disturb us, by revealing the

vagueness which it by no means creates, does at the

same time, by the very shock it gives, arouse us to a

feeling of reality far deeper tlian we had before. It is

even conceivable, that the cessation of reliance on

authoritative forms may compel us to feel out for

ourselves towards the Divine Life in which we live

and move. And no devout soul can well regret the

substantial conclusion of the whole matter, which

would seem to be, that God never was more vividly

manifest to any generation of our fathers than He is to

us. Strange sights they may have seen; but never to

them was there unfolded the illimitable vastness of

the heavens, or the deeper mysterj^ of organic life.
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They saw, as we may verily believe, in strange un-

accountable vision, the beauty and the power of the

risen Christ; but upon our eyes, in a new humanity
that rises from the grave of the past, God Himself

dawns, if not in such mysterious portents, yet with

a wide-shining and self-evident splendour, which

gathers up the whole progress of revelation.





V.

CHRISTIAN PANTHEISM





CHEISTIAN PANTHEISM.

If, in the preceding essays, the signs of the times have

been in the main rightly, however imperfectly inter-

preted, they indicate undoubtedly the movement of

religious thought towards some form of pantheism.

And therefore the question, how far that movement of

thought may seem to be consistent with the survival

of Christianity as the highest expression of the divine

life in man, forms the most appropriate theme for final

discussion. My own opinion is embodied in the title

which I have ventured to prefix to this concluding essay.

At the same time, I cannot conceal from mvself that to

many this title will appear simply a contradiction in

terms, or at best only a perverse paradox. It will

seem to them that the notion of Christian polytheism

would be just as rational as that of Christian Pan-

theism
;
or that the announcement of sucli a theme is

as mere a conceit, a,s it would be to take for a subject

im[)ersonal individuaUty, or living death. For Chris-

tianity, which was at first the triumphant power of a
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sjnrit taking form in Jesus Christ, came, by a very

natural process, to be identified with a system of dis-

tinct dogma concerning the ontological mystery of God.

And though in recent times considerable laxity has

been generally allowed in the interpretation of dogma,

yet it is very commonly supposed that pantheism,

almost equally with atheism, subverts that fundamental

consciousness of our relation to the Infinite, on which

all Christian thought and feeling must ultimately rest.

Still, no fear of the scorn which may be poured upon

language, supposed to be obviously non-natural in

meaning, shall deter me from declaring, that I see no

future for the old religious life of apostles and prophets,

except in the direction of what cannot be honestly or

adequately described otherwise than as Christian Pan-

theism. To disguise the pantheism would be to fail

in honesty. To give up the Christian name would not

only be disloyalty to profound convictions, but it would

be altogether inconsistent with any adequate descrip-

tion of the spiritual future which seems to lie before

us. For whatever may be the case with ontological

speculations natural to the Christian era, and specially

fostered by the Alexandrian influences which so power-

fully affected the intellectual forms of early Church

doctrine, the spirit of Christianity is immortal. Nor is

this the lano'uao'e of vag-ue and evanescent sentiment.

For the apparent definiteness of theological creeds is

not so much the result of deliberately elaborated

system, as it is produced by the reflex action of intense
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spiritual feeling, which first projected the causes of

emotion in an imaginative form, and then, in times of

declension, sought renewal by an anxious insistance on

the definite realit}" and all-sufiicient adequacy of the

objects thus created. The real growth of Christianity

was not from philosophy or theology to spiritual life;

but rather from the energy of emotions intoxicated with

a power and life and love surpassing imagination, and

thex'efore outrano-inix all definite statement, to the elabo-

ration of an intellectual system apparently adequate to

explain this glorious consciousness. The "
fulness of

Him that filleth all in all," "the love of Christ which

passeth knowledge," the longing to be "filled to all the

fulness of God," the adoration of '' the King eternal,

immortal, invisible,"
"
dwelling in light that is unap-

proachable, whom no man hath seen nor can see,"

were not the expressions of metaphysically definite

opinions aljout divine ontology ;
but rather of the

emotions of an unutterable consciousness seeking^ de-

finition and finding none. Certainly then, if we look

back to the primitive Christian age as the creative era

from wliich we date the noblest reliiiious life of man,

we should be faithless to our own most cherished tra-

ditions, were we to allow, that the power of spiritual

emotions is necessarily dependent upon the definite-

ness and continuance of a metaj>liysical creed. Jt is

tlierefore, 1 repeat, ikj merely vague or unreal sentiment,

if we maintain that, notwithstamliug all clianges in

ontoloirical theorv,—or rather notwitlistandiiiij the sub-
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version of all ontological theories, except such as may
be consistent with a true philosophy of ignorance, the

spirit of Christianity is immortal. For St. Paul declared

this to be " the spirit of power, and of love, and of

a sound mind." It is the spirit of reverence, which

owns in silent worship the transcendent reality of the

Power that pervades, and actuates, and wields the

totality of things. It is the sense of calm strength

gained by loyal trust in the self-consistent measure-

less Might, which grasps at once the beginning

and the end, and makes all thincrs work too^ether for

good. It is the spirit of happy trustfulness, that feels

at the heart of the universe an unspeakable beneficence,

of which all human* love is but a faint and trembling

ray. It is that spirit of charity, which in the little

round of daily life reflects the all-harmonizing good-

ness of the Infinite. It is moreover the spirit of courage,

which faces the facts as they are, and will not distort

them for any theoretic ends. It is the spirit of self-

control, which knows the bounds imposed on human

knowleds^e as on human action; which will not fret

itself with idle ambitions that border on impious

rebellion. And this
"
spirit of power, and of love, and

of a sound mind" alone can cope with the sickly doubts,

and blinding mists, and hideous dreams, which threaten

the spiritual future of humanity with dire eclipse.

I believe then that the contradiction, supposed to

be involved in the title of this essay, is totally

imaginary. The paradox, like all paradoxes, is only
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apparent; and in this instance the appearance arises,

not from anything in the essential nature of the two

things combined, but in unsupported and unreal con-

ceptions about them both. At any rate the possibility

of a Christian Pantheism is an issue fairly raised, not

only by the speculative tendencies of modern philo-

sophy, but also, and far more forcibly, by the enormous

expansion of scientific generalizations, which have not

only enlarged, but have in some respects revolutionized,

our ideas of the universe. An issue thus raised and

enforced cannot be met by the treatment appropriate

to moral corruption or arrogant self-will. And those

who denounce as infidel or impious any attempt to

estimate candidly the probabilities which seem sug-

gested by the signs of the times, would do well to

reconsider the resistless strength of the influences that

force the subject upon our attention.

A somewhat poor joke of a great satirical philosoplier

had at least the merit of announcing the advent of a

time when mere names would cease to fi'ighten, if

found expressive of actual facts. Wliat the opinions

were which called forth Sterling's rebuke of "
fiat

])antheism
" we are not told; but the rejoinder, that it

might be "pot-theism" for all the philosopher cared,

was at any rate true to the growing fearlessness of an

age, which insists u[>on knowing precisely how much

or how little can be authoritatively alleged concerning

our conscious relation to the Infinite, no matter what

may be the name which is threatened for the religion of

X



322 f:ssays. v.

the future. And it may fairly be questioned whether,

in any thoughtful society, the spiritual outlook of the

present time is ever earnestly discussed without an

ominous gravitation of interest to the subject of pan-

theism. The religious discussions also, which form so

novel and striking a feature in recent periodical litera-

tm^e, seem to point plainly in the same direction;

although, for the most part, names which might excite

prejudice are eschewed. The ideas and principles

whose influence has brought about this result, have

already, for other purposes, received our attention in

the preceding essays. But it seems needful to recur

to them again, in order to show more distinctly their

bearing upon the question at issue. One of these is a

o-rowino' intolerance of the old meanino; attached to

the word creation. It is perfectly clear, that either

God has made something out of nothing, or some

form of pantheism is inevitable. The only other hypo-

thesis, which is the eternal duality of matter and

spirit, is of course dead beyond all possibility of

revival. The recognition of the above alternative is

nothing new; neither is the idea of the world's evolu-

tion out of God at all foreign to Christian thought.

But what is new is the extent to. which this issue

presses itself upon public, we might almost say upon

popular, attention. And besides, the kind of mental

activity excited by the marvellous successes of science,

as well as by increasing familiarity with its methods,

makes very difficult, if not impossible for us, the mild
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religious mysticism, which dreamed of emanation from

God after the manner of a ray from a candle, without

any uneasiness at all about the relation of such dreams

to the crystallized asperities of metaphysical theology.

If we say that in these times the necessity is increas-

ingly felt for consistency between our various strains

of thoui-'ht about the world and life—it is not meant

that any one now hopes for a complete and adequate

conception of the universe
;
but rather, that the ideas

we cherish must harmoniously combine to form one

germinal notion, capable of equal and congruous ex-

pansion in all directions, in accordance with the

advance of knowledge. We cannot now, for instance,

conceive of the origin of man from God as essentially

and incommensuraljly different in j^node from that of

the outward creation. The effort to do so involves us

in continually complicated and increasingly painful

discords of thought and feeling, in proportion as the

irrefra^^able evidence of creation's record minifies the

ori<nns of man with those of all oriranic life. Nor can

we treat vital force as fundamentally and finally

different from material force in its relation to the

infinite divine energy, without iailiiig into the danger

of a similar distraction. Wc may still say of the

Almighty, that "we are His offs})ring;" and may still

recognize in the consciousness which thinks and says

this, a plu'nomcnon manifesting more of the fulness of

God than any ap])arently mechanical operations of

nature. But, to insist that the ditfcrence is precisely
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of the same character as that which distinguishes a

man's handiwork from the children of his body, is to

adopt an analogy, which our present knowledge of

the connection between human history and physical

evolution makes manifestly untenable and false. We
cannot, then, adopt the expedient of making the human

spirit the breath of God, while every material thing is

supposed to be the result of a creative fiat. We cannot

hold that personal being alone is real, and everything

else
" the baseless fabric of a vision." For, to say

nothing of the arguments advanced on this subject in a

previous essay, it is impossible on such a view to give

any rational significance to the indubitable indications,

which would mingle all known forms of personal being,

and all material phenomena, in one common origin.

Now, what was that common origin ? If it be said

that we do not know,—the answer, as against ordinary

theological systems, is final and destructive. If, on the

other hand, it is said we know, on the authority of

an infallible revelation, that this origin was a fiat, by
which Omnipotence made all things out of nothing,

—a

Babel of voices dins into our ears a thousand difficul-

ties, which mar with irritating and endless controversy

our contemplations of eternal order. The vehicles of

that revelation, whether Church or Book, are challenged

on every side. Nor is any intelligent man now willing

to assert the existence of infallibility, in any definite

form which can be brought to the test, or without

such limitations as practically neutralize its authority.
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The question then becomes one ofconfessedly conflicting

evidence, liable to all the absurd issues, which, in the last

essay, we have seen to involve a perpetual confusion be-

tween faith and opinion. And, indeed, were it not that

custom blunts our finest feelings, we should recognize

as monstrous the supposition that Infinite Wisdom

should have undertaken to guarantee to us a know-

ledge unattainable by our own proper faculties,

and should then have left the possession of that

knowledge dependent after all on the exercise of

our faculties in the judgment of conflicting evidence.

For not only
—as we have seen—are the events

supposed to guarantee revelation obviously open to

the sincerest doubt, but the whole Bible does not

contain any single clear and decided utterance on the

matter here in question
* To say, then, that we know

by revelation the origin of all things, is either to use

words without meaning, or to push personal opinion to

the verge of aiTogance. A man may tJdnk he knows

by revelation the origin of all things ;
Init the grounds

of his opinion arc so purely personal, and so lacking

in all the characteristics of a generic tendency of

mankind, that the adoption of this view as the basis

of a universal religion is siiiq)ly inconceivable.

But though the confession, that concerning the

origin (jf all things, viewed historically, we arc entirely

* It is perhaps need less to remiml tlie reader, that there is no

ground whatever for the Jissertion, that ""^t", (Jen. i. 1, involves

the metapliysical idea of creation out of nothinjj.
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ignorant, is fatal to any theology requiring belief in a

creation out of nothing, such a confession is by no

means destructive to religion. For the essential nature

of this, resting in a present consciousness of our

relation to the Infinite, by no means necessarily

involves any historical opinion at all. This inde-

feasible consciousness needs no dream of a primeval

and momentary fiat, to impress upon it the recognition

of an all-sufficient and all-embracing Power. It feels

out through all phenomena to an underlying substance

in which they all consist. It recognises, if dimly, yet

with eager emotion, a oneness of things, inspiring the

thought of a totality of power. And though such

indefinite olories are insufficient in themselves to form

a practical religion, yet they are always present in that

communion with God, which gives to all practical

religion its life. But what I now wish to insist upon

is this,—that such a consciousness of relation to the

Infinite is entirely consistent with all the generaliza-

tions which mingle, in one common germ of evolution,

the origins of man and of the world. Nor is any

decision of the historical question, as to the mode of

orio'ination, at all necessary to its satisfaction. For

aught it cares, the whole universe may have been from

everlasting as now it is, with only such rippling cycles

of everywhere compensated change as produce on us

the effect of evolution, while the whole is for ever one

and the same. Such a consciousness therefore will

not endeavour to evolve out of its depths an answer
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to the historical question, what luas the origin of all

things. It only feels that noio all things are one in an

eternal substance and self-consistent power, which are

but different phases of the thought of God. If then,

while there is no authoritative decision to condemn

the tendency, outward observation and our deepest

consciousness unite in such a view of the world as

demands no self- contradictory dogma of creation out

of nothinor, this itself is sufficient to force on our

attention the probability of some pantheistic issue to

the spiritual conflicts of our time.

Another influence which presses in the same direc-

tion, is the impossibility of maintaining, with our

present knowledge of the physical world, the adequacy,

or even the relevancy of analogies, which have been

supposed to describe the relation of the Creator and

His work. Unfortunately the unsympathetic tone

occasionally assumed by scientific men, in their i-epudi-

ation of theological ideas imperfectly expressive of

ncjblesb human convictions, begets a counter-hostility,

and a wild alarm incapable of any calm estimate of

facts. Thus I remember the shock and pain caused to

a timid and deferential group of pious lionizers in a

])rovincial town, by the contemptuous observation of a

scientific Triton, that the notion of a pab'rnal govern-

ment ot" the wuild liad been undermined, and must

inevitably be exploded, by scientific research. Such a

remark was surely, if the ])aradox may be allowed,

half true and wholly false. For the government of
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the world with a view to private advantage, which the

necessary imperfection of the human image unavoid-

ably suggests, is undoubtedly inconsistent -with the

facts not only of nature but of life. On the other

hand, that the " Eternal Power not ourselves
"
does on

the whole " make for righteousness," is a faith which

in all probability the philosopher himself would have

owned
;
and this, after all, constituted the conviction

for which his startled admirers were most jealous.

Nay farther, the loyalty which will fearlessly trust

itself to the inevitable working of moral laws no less

certain than physical order, is at least more nearly

akin to the trustfulness of a brave-hearted child in

his father, than it is to anything else. And therefore,

to use words which were supposed to deny the exis-

tence of any justification for that trustfulness, con-

veyed an impression probably far from the speaker's

intention, and at any rate infinitely more false than

the analogy he denied. At the same time, it is not

always possible to guard against such misunderstand-

ings; and, besides, it is much to be feared that the

very imperfection of the analogy is sometimes that on

which religious people most insist. But the danger of

misinterpretation must be faced,—for, whether we will

it or not, many of the images, which have been adopted

as expressive of God's relation to His creatures, are sub-

siding into idola of the sanctuary, which are reverenced

there in a dim religious light,
—but never carried

abroad into the searching daylight of practical life.
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Notwithstanding the professions of mysterious awe

with which the devoutest men have spoken of the

majesty of God, it has been too much the custom to

insist upon definitions of His relation to the world, so

precise as necessarily to imply a clear comprehension

of His nature—a comprehension, which in the same

breath is declared to be impossible. The reason for

this is the fear, lest an acknowledgment of the impos-

sibility of dogma on such a subject should weaken or

altogether dissolve the practical power of godliness.

And to this cause is due especially the vehemence with

which the necessity for attributing to the Infinite

One a strictly personal nature is insisted upon, as

though the only other alternative were atheism. No
one ought to undervalue such feelings. Certainly

generic experience,
—which means much more than

any traditional opinion,
—

proves that in our conscious

relation to the Infinite we touch a reality, which

cannot be j)ictured otherwise than as a Personal Being.

God is to us all that a transcendently gi'eat personal

Friend could be,
—and very much Tnore. Yet it is

useless to conceal from ourselves, that, in the in-

tellectual fonn of this belief, there is something

haidly consistent with ])revalent and well-founded

doctrines about the order and evolution of the woild.

Paley's celebrated analogy of the watch and its maker

did but popularize the Platonic idea of creation as the

result of Divine workmanshi[). But tlir portentous

progress of natural discovery since Fairy's day, to-
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gether with the wide-spread interest it has excited,

threatens to popularize still more the objection felt two

thousand years ago, by one of the speakers in Cicero's

De Natura Dcorum, to the incongruous notion of a

" workman God." No doubt when we observe that in

the eye, as well as in the watch, there is an arrange-

ment of parts, such as conduces to one obvious end,

and could not conceivably conduce to any other, it is

inevitable that we should regard the end as a purpose

in both cases, and the arrangement of parts in each as

equally an instance of design. But it does not follow

that because our conclusion is inevitable, it is therefore

the whole truth. It may very possibly happen that,

as the barbarians who first saw a steam-vessel making
head against wind and tide, thought that she must

be a living creature,
—since only such a supposition

could make the novelty accord with their experience

of self-moving objects,
—so our attachment of such

ideas as purpose and design to the arrangements of

Nature may be only the nearest approximation that

we can make to the conception of a reality, which is

utterly beyond us. Nor is this mere conjecture. It is

demonstrable that there must be some fallacy in such

an argument as that of Paley. For if it be rigorously

apphed, it cannot prove what Paley cei-tainly wished

to establish,
—the existence of an omnipotent and

omniscient worker; but inevitably lands us in a

conclusion, which would be repudiated by religion and

science alike, with equal vehemence or scorn. For the
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very essence of design is the adaptation of means to

an end ;
and this signifies compliance with inevitable

conditions, cqKirtfrom ivhich the end would he zmattam-

ahle. Thus, if a watchmaker uses a coiled bar of steel

for his motive power, it is because the conditions

require the storing up of mechanical enei'gy, in such a

manner that it may be made to exhaust itself slowly.

Another condition is, that this enero-v should be stored

up in a very small compass ;
and we do not know of

anything, which would comply with these conditions

so well as a coiled spring of steel. Again, it is

necessary that the motion produced should be equaljle

and slow,—distributed differently to the hour hand,

minute hand, and second hand respectively. The

whole arrangement of the delicate parts is the

trium})h of ingenuity over difficulty, in so using the

properties of matter as to attain the desired end.

But if, hereafter, some new surprising means were

discovered fjr making the hands move round a watch-

face and mark time accurately, witliout main-s|)ring or

balance-wheel or other complication of parts, it is not

to be su})posed that an}^ reasonable watchmaker

would f^ive himself the trouble of elaboratiutr the now
needless machinery. And if, in those days, any one

were to i)ick up a watch witli all the old-fashioned

works com[)lete, he might indeed feel that it was an

indubitable instance of design; l»ut he would also foel

that it WJLS an ilhistration of tin- (btlicultit-s imposed

l)y ignorance. This, he would say, is the work either
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of an old-fashioned artificer, or of a fool ; for no one,

understanding his business, would now bestow such

labour on a purpose, which we can accomplish so

much more simply and directly. Arrangement of

parts, then, with a view to the production of a certain

end, may indeed prove design ;
but it may also prove

inferiority of resource. If anyone in an out-of-the-

way part of the country were to find a tinder-box on

the table instead of a box of matches, it would

certainly prove careful arrangement; but it would

also prove either ignorance of better appliances, or a

needless waste of human labour. In other words,

arrangement of parts with a view to a particular end,

if we proceed on the human analogy proposed, proves

the existence not only of a designer, but of a designer

working under difficulties which can only be over-

come by ingenuity. And the degree of simplicity or

directness in the means used, as compared with the

possibilities of the case, is a measure of the knowledge,

the fertility of resource, or the care, concerned in the

production of the work.

Now let us apply these principles to the argument

from design in creation.* The eye seems to be an

* Part of the argument here is a reminiscence of a course of

lectures delivered in Owens' College, Manchester, by the late A.

J. Scott, on the subject of Natural Theology, about 1855. The

lectures were never published,
—in fact, they were unwritten,

—
and I took no notes : but like many another utterance of one of the

greatest intellects this century has produced, they exerted a

wonderfully determining influence on the mental and spiritual

future of the few hearers.
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ingenious adaptation of parts for the production of a

certain end, that is, the formation of visual sensations

in a hving consciousness. But the very care apparently

taken in the arrangement implies that there were

difiiculties to be overcome
; stringent conditions, apai-t

from compliance with which the end could not be at-

tained. What would be proved, therefore, according to

the human analogy, would be the existence of a mind

limited by inevitable conditions, and overcoming diffi-

culties by an effort of deliberate thought. Of course,

this is not the idea entertained by devout minds con-

cerning the Creator. For omnipotence is unlimited,

and unconditioned, and subject to no difficulties what-

ever. Omnipotence being granted, it is easy to conceive

that the effi^'ct might have been produced by means

much more direct and simple, nay, without the inter-

vention of any means whatever, and without the risk

of losing any advantages involved in the })resent

arrangement. Now when we find that a human

designer has used means less simple and direct than

those which were within his power, we usually call

this clumsiness; and if he were to employ com])lioated

inaeliinery for the production of a result which would

be e({ually well accomplished by a volition or a touch.

we could hardly avoid regarding tliis as a i)edantic or

fantastic waste of energy. Tt may seem open to reply,

that in tlic case of the eye the result could not be

('(pially Well attained in an}' other way. I'Ut this

"could not
"
amounts sini|)ly to th«* drMuni of that om-
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nipoteuce, which it is the very object of the argument
to prove. Or if it be said that the immediate object is

to prove, not omnipotence, but a creative Mind, which,

when once established, is necessarily regarded as omni-

potent; the answer is manifest, that no corollary can

be allowed which entirely neutralizes the argument
for the proposition itself It is altogether an illegiti-

mate process of thought first to prove a Designer by
human analogies, and then jump to the conclusion

that the Desio-ner is of such a nature as to contradict

the analogy in its essential points. Nor is it of any
use to urge that no single case of design can be con-

sidered by itself, inasmuch as it is only an insigTiificant

part in a universal harmony necessarily involving such

detailed arrangements for its completeness. For this

would be to raise the aro-ument altoo'ether above the

analogy with which it started, and to consign its issue

to that infinite realm of mystery where it ought to

have been submissively left at the first. However the

changes may be played upon the application of the

analogy, we can never, without altogether suiTender-

ing it, neutralize its essential significance, which is,

that design implies purpose only because it involves

triumph over difficulties by ingenuity; while the idea

of difficulty is entirely inconsistent with that of omni-

potence, or unconditioned power. For if it is said that

the difficulties are only apparent; then, since triumph

over difficulty is an essential element in the analogy,

it must necessarily follow that design likewise is only
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apparent, at least according to our human conception

of its meaning,
—the only one with which we can

deal.

Let not the purport of these words be mistaken.

That the Infinite Majesty
" hath made everything beau-

tiful in his season
"

is a belief which is strenod:hened,

rather than weakened, by all enlarged observation of

the world. Doubtless there is a meaning beyond all

human reason, in the connection of part with part,

amid that transcendental Unity, which is dimly felt

but never understood. It may very well be that our

limited idea of design, like our notion of temporal

succession,—which we find resistlessly intruding even

on our contemplations of eternity,
—is only one of the

forms of thought that define a limited consciousness.

But when we [)resume to represent the relations of

the Infinite Majesty to the phenomenal world, as re-

sembling those of a machinist to his work
;
the analogy

lands us in absurdities from which pliiios()})hy and

religi(jn alike recoil. Such comi)arisons, when not

pressed too far, may lielp our limping thought; may
give colour and fonn to the glow of devotion; may
U)nch with sympathetic interest our oltst'rvation of

natural wonders; but when urged as an adccjuate, or

even definite rcpri'scntation of the reality, they inevi-

tal»ly verge ujjom that arrogant self-as.sei*tion, to whoso

conceited sciolism no abyss of Ijeing is too awful for

intrusion. Far l»etter that we should bear in mind

the mute reverence imposed by the words of a sacred
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writer already quoted; "also He hath set the world in

their hearts, so that no man can find out the work

that God doeth from the beginning to the end." For

insistance upon the analogy of human design is an

intrusion into the unsearchable beginning; and too

familiar discussion of the purpose of creation is a rash

attempt to scale the unapproachable end. The diffi-

culties of thought, the silence of the heavens, the actual

breathing, deathless beauty of creation, framed in the

mystery of eternity, command us, with an inspiration

which the age will not resist, to see God not so much

as the meditative designer who makes, but rather as

the Eternal Power, which constitutes and is the All in

AU.

But farther, there are some features in certain physi-

cal theories almost conclusively established, which

seem to add to the metaphysical difficulties of the

argument from desigTi certain grave inconsistencies

of fact. For when every one believed that, at some

former inconceivable epoch in the world's history, birds

and beasts and men started from the vacant air or

from inanimate dust in full-gTOwn perfection at the

call of an almighty fiat, it was comparatively easy, if

only the metaphysical difficulties could be ignored, to

conceive of each organism as the result of a personal

design, comparable to our oa^ti consciousness of mental

effort. But now, whatever may be the sufficiency or

insufficiency of
" natural selection," apart from other

forces, to account for the phenomena, it is a generally
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accepted, perhaps we may say, established opinion,

that all the species of living things, now existing, are

the result of development, by ordinary processes of

natural generation, from some few original oro-anisms

utterly unlike themselves. And when we candidly

estimate all that is necessarily involved in such a

belief, ^v'e must feel that the difficulty of insisting upon
the analooy of human design is no Ioniser one of merely

metaphysical contradiction, but of actual fact. It is

perfectly time, indeed, that neither natural selection, nor

any other conceivable or inconceivable operation of

merely physical forces, can possibly lessen the deep

necessity that we feel for the fundamental energy of

an inscrutable Power; but it is also true, that the

operations of this inscrutable Power have not been

after the fasliion wliicli would be sufju'ested bv the

analog}" of human design. The fashion of almighty
Power is assuredly transcendently l)etter, richer, more

sublime than any petty efforts of human thought and

skill; and certainly we nmst com])are it to nothing
lower than the keen foresight, comprclirnsive grasp,

and sweeping will of godlike human souls. But for

all that, it is manifrstly not to bo identified with any
sort of design cone<*ivablc in oui* own consciousness.

For, liowever narrow may be tlie limits wliich some

would impose on the ])ower of natural selection, it is

jM'rfcctly certain that the living germs cast ujjon the

world have always exceeded tentbld, tiftx IbM. or even,

in the case of soni" l<>we/ creatures, a liun«liedfold the-
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number of those brought to nititurity. Nor is it pos-

sible to deny that the individuals destined to survive

must always have been those best adapted to the con-

ditions amidst which they were thrown. Thus the

creatures less fitted to bear " the struggle for life
"

have been a constant sacrifice to ensure the happier

fate of healthier beings, or of those unusually endowed.

It may be, and indeed it is, impossible that such a

process alone can account for all the beauty and variety

which organic life has attained. But whatever other

forces may have been at work, this process has as-

suredly taken place; nay we see it going on around

us now; for still the number of living germs j^roduced

is out of all proportion to their chances of life. Of

the human children brought into the world, at least

half die before their seventh year. Amongst wild

animals the loss is no doubt considerably greater;

while amongst fish, if one out of a hundred ova were

to come to maturity, the seas would in a few years

become a solid living mass. Now, can it fairly be

maintained that this is suggestive of design, as we

know it in our own consciousness ? Would any farmer

in his senses scatter seed wildly over his field, in order

that in the scramble for germination only the strongest

miglit prevail ? But if it be said that there is no

analogy, because the resources of the farmer are ex-

haustible, while those of the Infinite are not; this is

precisely the point for which we contend. For if the

analogy breaks down here, it is impossible to press its
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application at all. The essential force of the argument
from design lies in the careful and economical adapta-

tion of means to an end, in the most direct manner, and

with the least loss of substance or force. And if, because

of the exhaustlessness of creative resources, economy
is not required, so neither is any ingenious adaptation

of means to an end.

The failure of the analogy may also be illustrated

by the mode in ^Yhicll human design, when applied to

such a purpose, emulates the selective processes of

nature. A cattle-breeder, who might seek to secure

a perfect race of animals by simply slaughtering all

the young below a certain standard of promise, might
indeed finally attain his purpose, if he could afford to

wait; but his plan would be assuredly condemned as

clumsy and rude, lacking in all the characteristics of

careful arrangement and forethought. Nay, even when

the cattle-plague threatened ruin to all the graziers in

the country, the remedy of ''

stamping out
"
was by

many regarded as barbarous, and by all acknowledged
to be a confession of ii^norance and weakness. It was

x felt that all the subtler and keener elements, which

"characterize the best efforts of human design, were

sunk in a despairing resort to brute force. What then

is to be said, when we find that, however mysterious

may be the origin of profitable variations in .s|X'cies,

tlu'ir pR'(l((niinance lias been ensured by a simjjle

process of "
stamping out

"
all the individuals that

lacked them i From the interprL'tation which would
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be put upon any apparently analogous human pro-

ceeding, we here shrink with well-founded horror.

How then can we dare to apply to other natural

arrangements the petty analogy of human forethought

and skill ? It may be said that other ends, of w^hich

we know^ nothing, are subserved by this apparentl}^

ruthless waste of sentient life. But here again the

wdiole argument is capriciously removed out of the

plane on which it was initiated. If we are to see

<iesign only when we can compliment nature on an

apparent resemblance to operations of human skill,

and if, the moment that resemblance ceases, we are to

confess our ignorance, and to refrain from carryicg the

analogy farther,
—would it not be better, seeing how

infinitely larger is our ignorance than our knowledge,

to recognize in both bearings of the analog}^ an appear-

ance only, which, though for some purposes practically

useful, is infinitely below the divine reality ? The

long and apparently tentative process, by which the

highest organisms, including man himself, have attained

their present perfection, looks as much like a blind

nisus, in some respects, as it appears to be like human

design in others. But surely the real Power, under-

lying both sets of phenomena, is properly neither the

one nor the other; it is infinitely above them both.

Another direction in which the analogy of human

design seems incongruous with the facts, is suggested

by physiological typology. The persistence of the

same general plan of construction throughout, for
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instance, the whole of the vertebrate order of animals,

is generally felt now to be susceptible only of one

interpretation; that, namely, which is founded upon
a common genealogical origin. We may, therefore,

regard as altogether exploded, the absurd and gro-

tesque significance which used to be attached to rudi-

mentary and useless parts; as though the Almighty-

had followed the custom of old-fashioned coach-

builders, who, for the look of the thing, stuck a sham

pistol-box at the back of the chariot long after the

need for the reality had passed away. No one will

now contend that rudimentary wings were given to

the apteryx, or the stump of a tail to the hog, only

that Nature might please herself with the fulfilment of

a "
type." But the religi(jus difficulty of these rudimen-

tary organs is by no means disposed of when "creation

by law" or divinely-directed development, is substi-

tuted for miraculously-instantaneous production.

The attempt is indeed often made to reconcile

the doctrine <jf gradual development with pre-

scriptive theological ideas, by the retlection that

the pi-od notion of living creatures, whether by
a slow })rocess oi* by a sudden miracle, must, in

the former case just as much as in the lattei*,

be the work of an adequate power; and farther, it is

a<lded that no ox])lanatioTi of tlie inmuMliately opera-

tive forces can be given, which does not involve tlie

mystery of eternally creative might. The reflection

is pci-iectly just. The argument is unanswerable so
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far as it goes ;
but it is as unwise as it is dangerous, to

attempt to gather from that argument what is not

contained in it. Those who insist on this line of

thought too often imagine, that when they have shown

the necessity of a self-existing, all-creative Power,

they have re-established, in unimpaired completeness,

the familiar theory of personal design. But a

moment's thought will show that this is impossible.

If the analogy is to be maintained, we must now

compare the work of creation to some long process of

gradual production, such as we are accustomed to, for

instance, in the production of wine from the vine, or

of woven tissue from loose, fibrous material. Now
the cases just mentioned' are typical instances of two

different classes of manufacturing process, between

which we must take our choice, if we are to insist

still on the analogy between a gradual creation and

slowly-evolved works of personal design. The difter-

ence may be described thus,—in the former case, the

producer is largely dependent upon the operation of

natural laws altogether beyond his control. He may
exhibit skill in the arrangement of his vineyard ;

in

the preparation of the soil; in the pruning and training

of the trees
;
and in the direction of the processes of

fermentation. But a season too dry or too wet, or an

unanticipated blight, or nameless atmospheric influ-

ences, may pervert or destroy the issues of his design.

That the result is different from his intentions, mav

be no proof whatever of any want of skill; and the
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presence of some undesirable flavour in his wine

may be the unavoidable effect of a process carried out

under conditions which he cannot control. In the

other case—that of the cotton or woollen manufac-

turer,
—all the forces concerned are, not of course

absolutely, but far more completely, under his control.

Throughout the whole procevs, from the first rough

loosening of the compressed material, through the

operations of combing and spinning, and winding and

Aveaving, every step is completely under the worker's

control, and is effected directly or indirectly through

the operation of present human energy. No eflect,

therefore, which results from any ste[) in the process,

can be regarded as beyond his control. He does not

watch the thino^ otow. He makes it. However

multifai'ious may be the stages of its develo])ment, it

is still at each moment purely the result of human

design and lal)oui".

To which, then, of these modes of gradual })roduction

does creation l)y development bear most resemblance ?

Since there is no ]>o\ver but of God, and since the only

cogency in arguiucnts for a natural theology lies in

the ininossibilitv of conceiviii«^ fra'aneutary forces to

work for ail instant without the support of Omnipo-

tence, it is clearly tlie lattei- and not tlic former type

of human joocesses of pi'oduction, which must furnish

the presumed analogy to the ojteiations of CJod. If,

indeed, we could penetrate the secrets of thouglit, we

sliould probably liiid that many, who imagine
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Paley's argument to be easily adapted to theories of

development, do still conceive of an infant world

thrown off in the beginning by Omnipotence, with a

self-contained power of growth, such as needed no new

application of creative energy. But when once this

conception is grasped, it is found to involve the really

deadly heresy of a belief in fragmentary forces operating

apart from any sustaining Omnipotence. If there could

be a force which is not as indissolubly related to Omni-

potence, as every creek and cranny of sea-water is to the

ocean with which it rises and falls, the one intellectual

necessity for the thought of God would be gone. But

we need not here repeat arguments against an exploded

fallacy. The only idea of gradual creation, which can

be tolerated in these times, is that which makes every

step in the process a phenomenal manifestation of an

actually present Omnipotence. To carry out our

analogy, then, we must suppose that in the creation of

the higher living creatures, Omnipotence guided every

step of the process
—

^just as human design guides every

modification of the raw material—with an express view

to the ultimate end. Now, that the forces concerned

in creation were not something lower, but rather

something infinitely higher, than what we call intelli-

gence, we not only grant, but earnestly assert. This,

however, is not the question at issue. The real

matter of debate is, whether we can so modify the

argument from design, as to conceive a personal Being

moulding each successive link in an endless genealogy.



V. CHR ISTIAX PA XTHEISM. 34 o

with an express view to the production of a result

which seems to us final ? It is as a difficulty in the

way of such a view, that the existence of rudimentary

parts, of no service to the surviving organisms, does

appear to be fatal. It is certain that any ideally

perfect human design would do away with such

members at once, the moment they cease to be of any
service. N(jr are such practices as that of old-

fashioned coach-builders, above mentioned, of any
assistance here. For that is simply a specimen of

stupid conservatism, which it would be impious to

attribute to creative power. Of whatever value the

analogy of human design may be, no one would

tliink of insisting upon its (uhnltted imperfections as a

})ai't
<}f the argument; and yet, without pressing

those im[)erfections, it is im})Ossible to make the

arfmment consistent. But if it be fairly carried out,

what it proves is this,
—that an omnipotent designer,

intending to produce a beautiful and perfect work,

went througli millions of operations, wlien a singlt*

Hat Would have sufficed; that these operations con-

sisted, not in clearly-aimed and economical modifi-

cations of material, but in the evolution of a thousand

imperfect protlucts, amongst which some single one

might form a step to the next stage, Nshile all the

rest were destroyed; tliat thus the liviiig mat* rial

wa.ste<l was inunensely greater than that which was

used; that myriads of weaklings were suffered to

stru'^^'le toL^etlxT as t'loU""-]! nm?n-;cienee cotiM nnt
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decide, without experiment, which were the better

worth preserving ;
that in each successive modification

the worker carefully preserved, so far as was possible,

the form of the previous stage, until it w^as found to

be inconsistent with life
; nay, that he carefully intro-

duced into each successive product parts which had

become obselete, useless, or even dangerous
—and all

this not through any inevitable conditions—for omni-

potence excludes them—but in pursuit of a mysterious

plan, the reasons for which, as well as its nature, are

acknowledged to be utterly inscrutable. Analogies,

which lead to such issues, surely cannot be of much

value for the nobler spiritual aims of religion. And if,

whenever the argument is cloely pressed, we are com-

pelled to protest against intrusion on the sacred realm

of mystery, surely it would be at once more consistent,

more candid, and more reverent, to own that all

human anaWies break down beneath the tremendous

strain of such an application, because the mode in

which the finite springs from the Infinite is wholly

Ijeyond our ken. As certainly as an^^thing can be

known, we do assuredly know that all relation? of

matter and force hint at some transcendent Unity,

which is the substance and power of them all. And

the predisposition to worship that Infinite One is an

inspiration constant and universal as the pulsations of

life, wdiich flow from eternal Power into the bosom of

humanitv. But analogies, which would turn that

unspeakable worship into the familiar admiration felt
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for the inventor of a new macliine, are increasingly

felt, in these times, to be two-edged weapons, with

which faith does ill to play. For only by the recog-

nition that adaptation of means to an end, in order of

time, belongs only to temporal and fragmentary life,
—

not to eternal Being,
—do we preserve the attitude of

soul which is unassailable by the bewilderments of

false analogy or materialistic despair. When lying on

a sick-bed, with weary brain, who has not been tortured

with the restless desire of the eyes to follow out,

from bei^innincr to end, the lines of some ornamental

pattern stainped upon the wall ? And as those lines

run hither and thither, in and out, Avith no starting-

point and no goal, how sickly is the irritation with

which useless bewilderment affects the overwrouL!,-ht

nerves! Yet in calm health no such impulse is felt.

The whole design is seen as one; with every {)art

contcni[)oraneous and essential to the whole. So,

perhaj)s, when coming generations shall look with

more peaceful self-control upon the glories of the

World, they will not feel the fretful longing, which

torments us, to trace the lines of purpose through the

maze. For they will have fouml that in proportion as

we can realize in sympathy an eternal Life, tlie whole

universe flashes out at once in pcrlect unity ; not a

rid<l]e of cau.scs and effects, of conditions and succes-

sions, of purposes anil plans ;
but a sclt-consistent,

self-C(jntained, and SL'lf-containing whole.
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Enough lias been said to show, that the pantheistic

tendencies of recent science and philosophy are due

to the reverence engendered by larger views of the

mystery of being, rather than to any real hostility to

religion. But if the view maintained in the last essay

concerning the essential nature of religion be at all

correct, we might well look for hints of pantheism in

the relioious emotions themselves. Nor should we be

disappointed. For, notwithstanding all vehement de-

nunciations of any failure in dogmatic clearness of

definition in regard to the Being, who almost in the

same breath is declared inconceivable,—the deepest

religious feeling has always shrunk from thinking of

God as only one, however vast, amidst a host of other

natures. Such, surely, was the feeling of St. Paul

when he spoke of Him " in whom we live and move,

and have our being." However true it may be that

in most of his references to the Divine Being the

Apostle appears to assume a personal nature defined

according to the analogy of our own consciousness, it

is also true that words like those just quoted involve

some vague supplementary notion of the Divine exist-

ence, such as cannot fairly be reconciled with any strict

maintenance of the human analogy. For our personal

consciousness becomes distinct, just in proportion to

the recognized sharpness of the contrast between the

me and the not-me. And any eff'ort to conceive of

a life which so pervades ourselves and other modes of

creature existence, that, we may be said to
"
live and
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have our Leing
"

therein, must needs sacrifice that

sharpness of definition, as between subject and object,

which is an essential feature in our self-consciousness.

We cannot be far wrong in believing that, in his

most exalted thoughts concerning the Divine Being,

the Apostle felt the inadequacy of that limited con-

ception, which would make the Infinite to be one

amongst other existences, and capable therefore of

comparison, at however great a distance. This idea

is confirmed by other passages, in which the same

apostle seems to contrast the all-embracing comprehen-
siveness of the Supreme Being with the fragmentary

self-centred consciousness of the creature. Thus when

he declares that at the end of all spiritual conflict
"
the

Son also himself shall be subject unto Him that put

all things under him that God may be all in all,"* he

seems to give, in the guise of a prophetic forecast of

final perfection, his ideal imagination of ultimate

(jntological reality. And this inter[)retation seems

confirmed by the descrij)tion which lie elsewhere gives

of the Church, as
" the fulness of Him that filleth all

in all." t St. John's conception of Ood as infinite

liglit,
—

light which takes form in us as a consciousness

of <livine sonship, as glowing love,.as shining puiity,
—

would seem to p(uut in the same direction. And quite

consist^mt with this is i\\(^ same writer's idea of sin as,

in its essence, falsehood, a dark negation, an cnqttiness

of (iod. Putting on one side all controvei-sy about the

1 Coiiiithians .w. 28. f H|>lii'><iaii.s i. 2;}.
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authorship of the fourth gospel, it is perfectly clear

that, whoever wrote it, he must have understood Chiist

to teach a doctrine, which it would require not only ex-

treme subtilty, but a determined perversion of language

on the part of interpreters, to distinguish in some places

from spiritual pantheism. Take for instance the in-

terpretation, which the Lord is recorded to have given,

of the 82nd Psalm. "
Is it not written in your law,

I said. Ye are gods ?"^ If he called them gods, unto

whom the word of God came, and the scripture can-

not he broken; say ye of him, whom the Father hath

sanctified, and sent into the Vv^orld, Thou blasphemest;

because I said, I am the Son of God ?
"

It is impos-

sible to see how the plain significance of this passage

can be evaded. No matter what may have been the

significance of the term "
gods," according to the

original intention of the psalmist; it is here adduced

as equivalent to the Divinity, with which the Lord

himself claimed so close a relationship. Were it not

so, there would be no force whatever in the quotation.

For if we for a moment suppose, that the opponents of

the sacred speaker believed the word, in the mouth

of the psalmist, to have meant merely judges, or other

earthlydignitaries
—it is perfectly clear that the parallel,

which constituted the very point of the Lord's reply,

would have been utterly non-existent. We are com-

pelled, therefore, to believe that, amongst the circle of

hearers immediately concerned, the word was accepted
* Ch. X. 34.
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in its obvious significance, as describing a participation

in the Divine nature. And indeed it is notorious that

the Jewish Kabbalah has handed down, from remote

antiquity, pantheistic Conceptions of the universe, which

w^ould have made such an interpretation in the highest

degree natural. The emphasis with which the Lord

reminds his hearers that the passage is indisputable,
—

that " the scripture cannot be broken,"—shows that he

insisted upon the fulness of its weight}^ significance.

The argument in the gospel therefore is plainly this:

that Christ's claim to a mysterious kinshi}) with God

was nothinf^ abnormal or even novel; that lon^; ai{o

sympatlietic susceptibility to a living Divine word had

been regarded as the token of a nature akin to God;
and that his own nature and mission wxu-e but a clearer

and more f^lorious manifestation of the same mvsterious

truth at Avhich the psalmist had hinted. Farther, if

any confirmation were needed fijr this interpretation

of the argument, it would be found in words which

the same evangelist elsewhere attributes to the Divine

Teacher. For in tliat prayer, which to thousands of

lunging hearts has ai)[)eared the supreme ideal of com-

munion with God, Christ, interceding for his discii)les

everywhere, prays "tliat they all may be one; as thou,

Fatliei-, ;irt In me, and 1 in thee, that they also may be

one in us; that the world may believe that th<»u Iwust

sent m<'. And tlie <dorv which tliou «^avest me 1 have

given them; that they may Ix; one, even as we are one;

1 in them, anil thou in me, that they may he made
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perfect in one."* If words such as these are to be

interpreted as describing only moral imitation, there

is an end to the significance of language. For the

Lord emphatically makes his own inherence in God,

and the indwelling of God in him, to be the precise

type of his disciples' union with himself and w^ith

the Father. They are all to be one; to be made per-

fect in one,
"
even," says the Lord,

"
as We a,re one."

That the language is mystical, and therefore indefinite,

is indisputable. But like all other mystical religious

language, it points unmistakably in one direction. Nor

is it possible to do justice to the serious import of the

words, unless we suppose them to mean, that the final

issue of the Christian religion is a practical and con-

scious realization of the truth, that God is not this or

that, which may be pointed to, defined, or conceived,

l)ut absolutely and exhaustively all in all. That such

an idea of religion, or of the universe, is not logically

or consistently carried out in the New Testament, is

a truth which must be candidly acknowledged, and

concerning wdiich we may have something more to say

presently. Our point now is, that w^hen religious con-

templation takes its highest range, it inevitably emerges

in the vision of God as all in all; and what we have

seen is sufficient to show, that this obse.rvation holds

good ofthose apostolic writings, which form the earliest

records of the outburst of Christian life.

The learned and exhaustive historical essay of the

* Ch. xvii. 21.
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Rev. John Hunt affords numerous and telling illus-

trations of the pantheistic tendencies which have

characterised manv of the devoutest fathers of the

Church, as well as some of the most saintlv souls of

later days. We need not be at all surprised to hear

that while Origen, Clement of Alexandria, Athanasius,

and others of the substantially orthodox tradition, held

sentiments which clearly involved pantheism, Arius

leaves not a trace of any such tendency
*

For, to say

nothing of the Logos doctrine, which suggested the

inspiration of all life by the divine reason, or of

the Holy Ghost, as the quickening and regenerative

energy of God, mystical forms of thought which lent

themselves easily to pantheism,
—the very glow of

spiritual aspiration, which recoiled from the cold In-

tellectualism of Alius, was necessarily impatient of any

conception concerning the supreme object of devotion,

such as would allow true life or any substantial being

apart fnjm communion with God. So far as we can

gather. Alius thought that the common-sense view

of religion reciuired a very sharp and impassable line

to be drawn l)etween the creature and the Creator. It

was not, therefore, merely his formal heresy concerning

the creation of the Son, which set him at discord with

the traditions of the Church. There was a mucli

deei>er issue than this
; although, a.s usual, the clash of

mere opinions olwcured it. Account for it as we may,
the history of tlie Church shows clearlv enough that

liuuts ''

I'jiutheisiu,' p. 1 10.

Z
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when any sect of religionists set themselves to work

out a complete and self-consistent theory of the

universe, on the basis of an eternal, and impassable,

and ontologfical distinction between the Creator and

the creation, they have almost uniformly lost all daring

freedom in the devotional life, and have been in danger

of merging religion in an intellectual system. Nor

should this be at all surprising. For the sentiment of

worship does so utterly transcend all mere admiration

of known and measured greatness, that it is incapable

of surviving the loss of all mystical elements of con-

sciousness. And such mystical elements must more or

less disappear, in proportion as we work out a concep-

tion, which would leave only external relations between

God and the world. The notion of a merely mechanical

pervasion, as of the luminiferous ether in atmospheric

air, in water, or in glass, could not possibly diminish

the mere externality of Divine relations to the world

Unless each point of being, so to speak, is at its heart

divine, the only relations possible between it and the

Creator are essentially external and mechanical. But

in the endeavour to conceive such relations between a

Creator and a creation mutually exclusive, the sense of

the Infinite is, whether consciously or not, insensibly

disguised and dropped. While the mystery of matter

is ignored, it may be possible for a while to conceive

of such a relation between the world and God
;
and in

that case the conception of the ^'opifex Deus" is

entertained in all its hard distinctness. But to think
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of God at the same time as Infinite, is an effort of

thought too fundamentally self-contradictory to have

any reality about it. Now, if we have ];een at all

ri^jht in rei]rardini^ reli^^ion as an endeavour after a

practical expression of man's conscious relation to the

Inhnite
;

it will Le clear that such a notion of the

world's relation to God, when entertained with hard

do^rinatic distinctness, must sooner or later be fatal to

all devotional warmth. This observation seems in

accordance with experience. For, whatever may liave

been the intellectual force and clearness, or, within

certain limits, the logical consistency of system,

characteristic of the sects that have departed from the

Catholic Church in the direction of Arius and his

followers, it can scarcely be contended tliat they have

been specially distinguisiied by spiritual fervour. It

is certain, indeed, that there have been men amoniist

the English and American Unitarians, who have indi-

vidually exhibited a keen and noble spiritual life.

But it will generally be found that such men show a

marked sympathy for more orthodox believers, precisely

in regar<l to those niystical experiences, wliich imply

fundamentally pantheistic assumptions concerning the

relations of the creature and the Creator.

On tlie otlier liand, those sects which liave departed

from the Catholic Church in a different, if not opj)osite

direction, through motives oi' religious as[)iratit)n

rather than of intellectual o[)inion, have uniformly

moved on lines haviiiLr a manifest issue in a sort <tf
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mystical pantheism. Whatever may be thought of

the Gnostics, certainly the Albigenses, and the Friends

of God, to Y/hom belonged the author of the "Theologia

Germanica" were men whose fervour of spirit was

impatient of formal traditional trammels. The "Theo-

logia Germanica
"

is so well known to English readers

through Miss Winkworth's admirable translation, that

quotations are not needed to prove its spiritual

pantheism. And they who know that little treatise

have, in it, a very significant illustration of the ideas

that seem to have been associated with the most

earnest spiritual life still glowing in the darkest ages

ofthe Church. Readers ofthe devotional poetry of later

days will be at no loss for instances which prove that

the most fervent forms of later Protestantism have, in

their contemplative moods, been characterised by a

mysticism which is only a disguised form of pantheism.

For m^^sticism surely consists in the spiritual realiza-

tion of a grander and a boundless Unity, that humbles

all self-assertion by dissolving it in a wider glory. It

does not follow that the sense of individuality is

necessarily weakened. But habitual contemplation of

that Divine unity impresses men with the feeling that

this individuality is phenomenal only. Hence the

paradox of mysticism . For apart from this phenomenal

individuality, we should not know our own nothing-

ness
;
and personal life is good only through the bliss

of being lost in God. As was said above, true

religious worship does not consist in the acknowledg-
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merit of a gi^eatness which is estimated by comparison,

but rather in the sense of a Being who surpasses all

comparison, because He gives to phenomenal existences

the'^only reality they can know. Hence, as we have

said, the deepest religious feeling necessarily slirinks

from thinkino: of God as a kind of 2;irrantic Self amidst

a host of minor selves. The relation of the sun and

planets can furnish no analogy to the relation of the

Creator and his creatures. The very thought of such

a thing is a mockery of the profoundest devotion. This

feeling is well expressed in verses, which I am glad to

be able to quote from a Roman Catholic Hymn-book:—*

" O Majesty unspeakable and dread !

"Wert thou less mighty than thou art,

Thou wert, O Lord ! too great for our belief,

Too little for our heart.

Thy greatness would seem monstrous by the side

Of creatures frail and undivine
;

Yet they would have a greatness of their own
Free and aj)art from thine.

Such grandeur were but a created thing,

A spectre, terror, and a grief,

Out of all keeping with a world so calm,

Oppre.ssiug our belief.

*

It would outgrow us from the face of things,

Still prospering as we deceived.

And like a tyrannous rival, it would feed

Upon the wrecks it maile.

* Falur's Hviims.
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But what is infinite must be a home,
A shelter for the meanest life,

Where it is free to reach its greatest growth
Far from the touch of strife.

We share in what is infinite, 'tis ours,

For we and it alike are thine
;

W^iat I enjoy, great God! by right of thee,

Is more than doubly mine."

These words in truth only give utterance to the

devoutest religions sentiment of all times; but they

seem to have a special significance at the present day.

Emotions implying pantheistic assumptions are in

relioion nothimj new. But in the lio-ht of modern

views of Nature they acquire a fresh importance. For

such feelino's su2;!4'est the onlv form of reliscion mani-

festly consistent with the indefinite development of

physical knowledge, in the direction indicated by the

in^eversible progress of modern discovery.

The case then would seem to stand thus. It has

been supposed necessary, in the interest of religion, to

maintain, concerning the being and nature of God,

certain dogTiias which represent Him, not as the One,

but as one amongst a countless multitude of inferior

beings; not as the All in All, but as immensely greater

than the thing's with which He is contrasted. Then

in order to retain the idea of His absolute being, in

distinction from the dependent existence of all else,

the dogma of a creation out of nothing has been in-

vented. In former times this dogma was generally so
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taught as to involve the sudden appearance in full

maturity, at some past moment or moments of time,

of the earth, the sun, moon and stars, and all living

creatures. More recently, in face of undeniable facts,

attempts have been made so to modify this dogma as

to require only a limited number of instantaneous and

miraculous creations, perhaps only of two substances,

matter and spirit. Again, alleged proofs of the

Creator's personality and activity have been drawn

from resemblances, in the arrangements of nature, to

the results of human designi. But now, on the other

hand, this system of dogma is seriously threatened

by a consensus of objections, which may all find pre-

cedents in antiquity, but which have never in all the

previous history of thouglit been so combined, illus-

tratetl, popularized, and enforced on public attention.

The mystery of matter was always felt by the thought-

ful; but now, by the microscope and the sjx'ctroscope, it

awakens the wonder of the thoughtless. The correla-

tion in oriranic life (jf two ultlmatelvand fuiidamentallv

different substances, an idua often repudiated in the

past, is now manifestly on the wane. The essential

i(h'ntity of iiiatti'i" and force, often imaginatively con-

jectur('<l, soenis to glimmer on the borders t»f knowledge.

The fact tliat every natural object, when carefully ex-

amin<'<l, r>|>ons u]) an endless perspective of (»V(>lnti(ni,

is l>econung incretisingly familiar to every one. It can

liar<lly Ik- disputed that such ideas, when followed to

their ultimate results, pre.s.s upon us in a very practical
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form the old metaphysical impossibility of conceiving

a creation out of nothing. When in our contemplation

of the past the solid world melts away into a nebulous

potentiality, it seems needless to burden our minds

with the effort of reconciling our reason to a contra-

diction in terms. The conviction, therefore, that the

external world is ultimately reducible to endlessly

varied impressions made upon us we know not how,

by one eternal and essentially incognizable substance,

is a belief, the final prevalence of which over every

mind capable of conceiving it, we may confidently

predict. But such a conviction absolutely necessitates

a reconsideration of dogmas concerning the Divine

Nature. iVgain, the argument from design, which, if it

were legitimately used, could only prove a limited

desiofner workin^j under difficulties, is more and more

discredited in proportion as we obtain a more detailed

knowledge of the processes by which things came to

be what they are. That these processes indicate some-

thing infinitely transcending any blind mechanical

force, we may indeed fearlessly assert. But that this

Something is not to be identified with anthropomorphic

notions of design, is at least equally clear. Indeed the

oaly refuge open to the
"
Opifex Deus" theory, from the

dark doubts which hang over the apparently wasteful

process of creation by law, is the manifestly inconsistent

assertion, that the works of the Infinite are not to be

measured by a human standard. The assertion is

perfectly just; but when once its import is weighed, it
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recoils in ruin upon the whole argument appealing for

its aid. Such obvious and pressing difficulties are not

to be shelved by any passionate proclamations of a

stern alternative between o]d dogmas and atheism.

The heart of man recoils, and always w411 recoil, from

that ghastly sense of universal death, which comes

with the momentary imagination of a Godless world.

But the mind of man is equally intolerant of obviously

untenable propositions, maintained on grounds of sup-

posed expediency. And when such a cruel alternative

is harshly urged, though the result in a few cases may
be the suj)pression of doubt by main force, its wider

effect is that deadliest of all scepticism, which endures

the misery of a hollow profession of belief, because the

universe will not answer the cravings of the soul. But

farther, it has been shown that Christianity itself, and

precisely in those mystic forms which most excite de-

votion, offers suggestions in entire hannony Avitli the

utmost indications of physical research. On the dim

bordL'rland, wliere the philosopher's eager eye sees the

sparkling world of sense fade away into an infinite

beyond,
—there he may behold apostle and saint ]>acing

as on familiar ground, in ra[)t meditation of eternal

Power and \a\\\ Fur not as One amonj^st manv, not

as a central sun with wheeling phmcts, have the most

reverent wors]ii])poi-s thought in tlit'ir inmost lirarts of

God; but rathur as the One (^omjui'lK'uding all, as tin;

only power, and only substance, out of which creature

oxist<>uce shines in llickcrinLr ra\s. Suiclv then it is
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not too much to urge, that the question whether

Christianity is or is not consistent with some form of

Pantheism, should be reconsidered by rehgious men.

In the farther development of this discussion, it will

be necessary to show, as distinctly as the question Avill

allow, what is and what is not involved in the pan-

theism apparently suggested to the present age. For

in some respects it undoubtedly differs from the forms

in which it has been advocated by the most noted of

its past adherents. We shall then be in a position to

judge how far Christianity is of the same or of a dif-

ferent spiidt; and it will be my aim to prove that a

consistent application of those principles of interpre-

tation, which are adopted by all believers in the

rationality of religion, must discover in pantheism the

essence of the Christian spirit. Finally it will be

necessary to show, that many difficulties supposed to

be especially inherent in the pantheistic theory, are

equally and more offensively involved in systems of

recognized dogma. It may then be possible to prog-

nosticate a future for rehgion, all the brighter for the

threatening but fruitful clouds which have for awhile

obscured its realm.

The gi^eatest and the most beautiful spirit that ever

advocated pantheism as the true theory of the universe,

was undoubtedly Benedict Spinoza. Indeed, to many
minds it is with his name, and with his ideas, that the

word itself is almost exclusively associated. [Misinter-
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pretations of his opinions, as for instance of his

predication of extension as an attribute of the Divine

substance, have occasioned the most undeserved de-

nunciations of his supposed materialistic views of God.

The keen force and enormous grasp of his intellectual

imagination, which aspired to a contemplative throne

whence the whole universe could be viewed in its one-

ness and in its multiplicity, in its wholeness and in its

variety, in its unconditional eternity and in its com-

plexity of internal relations, excited in him an

ambition too daring for man
;
and resulted in a fabric

of thought, perfect in its own amazing completeness,

T)ut utterly incommensurable with fact. So far as his

fundamental principles are concerned, Spinoza seems to

have attained as much tinith as is thinkal>le by the

human mind, or expressible in terms of human sy>eech.

His theory of the universe is the only one according to

which the being of God is a self-evident and necessary

truth, the contrary of which is unthinkable. Other

Hystems may affect to prove the being of God; but

with him it needs no f)roof, other than the futility of

attempting to think the contrary.* Other thinkers

may attemj)t the snjn.'rerogatory work of demonstrating

the existence of that which is; with liim it is a cogni-

tion a-s natural tr) cleanies8 of thought, as the sense of

<laylight t/> clearness r>f eye. It is true that his mcMle

of approiU'liingtlui mystery of Et^-rnal Being does not at

oncje suggest, to ordinary thought, the name of Goil. But

* Kthicts Prop. xi.
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this is only because the approaches of the universal

temple, along which ordinary thought is guided, are not

those which lead most directly to the inmost shrine.

Devotional imao-ination must and will conceive God

under some pictured form, which in the purest religions

represents for the most part what He is to the

conscience and to the heart. He is King ;
He is

Judo'e; He is Father; He is Redeemer; and the

human attributes associated with such human thoughts

occm- fii'st to the mind, when the supreme Name is

uttered to the ear. But that He is more, infinitelv

more than such thought-pictures can express, no devout

worshipper will hesitate for a moment to acknowledge.

How earnest faith thinks of Him as the only essential

life, from which our seeming life shines out
;
how it

attributes to him eternal being in which all pheno-

menal and temporal existences inhere; we have

akeady seen. But such transcendental thoughts of

God are not those which first occur to feelings of

simple devotion. They dawn upon the mind in

mystical fashion, after long spiritual aspiration, as

horizon after horizon of apparent definition dis-

appears, and the ineffable grandeur of the object

di'owns contemplation in infinity. Yet it is felt,

as consciousness is lost, that here, and here alone, we

touch the everlasting truth. Spinoza pursues a differ-

ent path, and one which it must be confessed is

hitherto, and perhaps must be for ever, impossible to

the majority of human souls. To tliink him wanting
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in devoutness would Le a cruel Avrong, if any A\-rong

could now be done to one of the most seraphic spirits

that ever bumed amidst the obscurities of time
;
at

any rate a wrong to ourselves
;
for we are always

maimed and weakened by injustice to the dead. But

it must be owned that his divine philosophy was not

merely the yearning expansiveness of spiritual aspira-

tion. It was in the bright panoply of a fearless

intellect that he faced the problem of the world
;
and

by sheer mental force he cleft his way at once to the

last boundless contemplations of far-flown faith. Be-

fore his glance all phenomenal changeful things sank

l)ack into the bosom of that which is. He began with

the eternal substance, which cannot be conceived to

begin or end; and in that substance, possessed of

infinite attributes that are susceptible to infinite modes,

he saw the whole universe as the riches of one infinite

Being. Is it inconceivable that by reversing the

meth(jd of spiritual aspiration, this essential being, in

which the latter ends, should be connected with the

exjxirience of divine gi'ace and beneficence in which it

begins? Is it impossible to begin with the intellectual

idea of Eternal Being, and to pass through the ^lystic's

dream of True Substance, down to the lunnble con-

victions and aspirations in which tliat dream began ^

Tlie very etfort ought to tlir<»\v some light upon the

future of n.'ligion; even tliougli we fail, wliere great

pir)neers of thouglit liave striven in vain. For the one

spiritual necessity t»f this age is a realization of the
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connection which certainly does exist between the

peculiar warmth of religions emotion and the bound-

lessness of all ultimate issues in om* thousfhts about the

world. That Spinoza did not succeed in such an attempt
as is here suggested must be confessed. But it may
save the suggestion from the charge of presumption, if

we remark, that the very keenness and grasp of his

intellectual power may perhaps explain his failure.

For, starting from some fundamental and self-evident

assumptions, he conceived the idea of drawing out, in

order of thought, all relations and successions of

phenomenal existence, as completely and harmoniously
as eternal power has drawn them out in order of actual

existence. But we know more of the greatness of the

universe, and of the infinite complication of its pro-

cesses, than could possibly be known to Spinoza. And
we are sure that the accomplishment of such an

intellectual design as his, is no more possible to the

mind of man, than the creation and government of the

world would be to his practical energy. In such a

scheme facts must needs be construed according to the

logical processes which are the laws of the whole work.

A subjective completeness of idea, answering to the

objective perfection of the universe, is the object of

such intense desire, that little or no place is allowed

for unkno^vn and incalculable forces. Facts bend to

thoughts, not thoughts to facts. And hence we feel

little wonder that the mysterious freedom of the will,

with all the thrilling interests that its assumption has
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given to human life, should be sacrificed to the com-

pleteness of the scheme. But the oVject of a Christian

Pantheism should Vje much more modest, and likewise

far more practical. There is not the slightest reason

why it should attempt to explain everything. And

indeed the vain ambition to do so would be a renun-

ciation of the lowly Christian spirit. Its fundamental

principles should be practical rather than theoretic
;

a determination to recognise facts as they are
;
and an

insistcince that the facts of religious experience are

incapable of being explained away. The one principle

would require us to acknowledge, what surely only

obstinate wilfulness can disguise from thoughtful minds,

—that no external authority, and no miraculous theory

of revelation affords an indisputable foundation for a

universal reliij'ion. It also forces us to owti, that

dogmatic conceptions of God, founded upon human

analogies, are more and more discredited by increasing

knowledge (^f the world and its history. But the same

princii>le encourages us fearlessly to take our stand

u\HJU. the .self-evident truth, that inasmuch as some-

thing now is, something always must have been
;
and

therefore lacing is eternal. Again, the same principle

Would lead us to allow, that the cniation of any tiling

out of notiiing being a contradicticm in lurms, every-

thing, tliat now is, must be in some sen.se a nioditioation

of that which has over been. Nor is .such an a]»jtlica-

tion at all iiicousisttjnt with the jn'ofessedly practical

character ol' our piineiple. It is sim}»ly a recognition
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of the irrepressible energy of that expansive intellectual

desire, which forces the mind from bound to bound of

larger generalization, until all worlds are merged in

a real though inconceivable unity. That the unity is

real cannot possibly be disputed, for the contrary is

unthinkable
;
nor can it fairly be maintained that the

word is unmeaning.

Whatever mioiit have been the case when men's con-

ceptions of the physical world were formed almost

wholly by fanciful speculation and false analogy, the

modern recognition of the reign of law gives a very

real meaning to the unity implied in the word universe.

Our idea of a living organism, as an arrangement of

forces such that each part exists only by subserving the

life of the whole, hardly gives a more definite feeling of

unity than does the idea of a universe, in which

each apparently separate existence is what it is by
force of laws that bind it in a general order. No one

can now think of the star-realm as a chaos, with

systems ranging hither and thither, the sport of inde-

pendent disconnected mechanical forces. We are

hardly more sure that the solar system is governed by
one force, which holds all its orbs in their relative posi-

tions and harmonious movements, than we are that the

Milky Way and all the hosts of known and unknown

stars, are marshalled by the same power in symmetry
and order. It is true, that in the larger contemplation

the definite bounds that mark all finite unities are lost

But after all, the essence of our conception of unity lies
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not in definite bounds, but in pervasion by one

arranging, combining, and guiding force, that governs

the relations of part to part. This is our real notion

of unity in a tree, in an animal, in a work of design.

And this notion of unity is capable of application to a

universe in which all thout^ht of bounds is lost. Nor

are we impressed with this sense of unity only when

considering the universe as extended. For the

researches of science into matter and force have given

us an intensive realization of the oneness of thincrs,

such as is, if possible, even more impressive. Every
form of force is now known to be capable of translation

into an equivalent of some other form
;
and stedfast

pursuit of the mystery of matter brings us out at last,

as we have seen, to the conviction that all physical

phenomena are Ijut the j)artial and fragmentary mani-

festation, to our phenomenal ccjusciousness, of an eternal

reality in which power and substance are one. The

irrefi'agable necessity of the law which urges all

thoui-ht towards this infinite unitv is admitted, or

rather insisted upon, V)y Mr. Herbert Spencer, in that

chaptei- of his
" First Principles," wherein he deals with

the relativity of ;dl knowledge. But we need not

allow that everytiling possilJo has been said concerning

this sense, when we call it with him, "an indefinite

consciousness of the unfoi-nifMl and iniliinit(>(l." Y^^v

a.s we cannot think of atniosjdu'ric air apart from tlic

rippling breaths, or ])reatliing sounds, by which we are

made cognizant of its uuivei-sal embrace; as we cannot
2 A
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think of the luminiferous ether apart from the local

play of light,
—so we cannot think of that infinite unity

apart from the play and vibration, so to speak, of the

localized phenomenal forces, which we conceive as

inherent in an otherwise unknown and unknowable

substance. That unity is not a metaphysical abstrac-

tion utterly disconnected with things as we know

them. It is the sum of all energies that we know,

supplemented by that measureless complement which

lies between the bounds of our knowledge and the

infi.nite. It is not only the source, but the strength

and essence of the light, and beauty, and force, which

suggest to us a real world outside ourselves. And it

is, moreover, the unseen and unsearchable reality which

connects these fr^agmentary phenomena together,

making them subject to one invariable order. It is,

finally, not only the substance of things seen; it is

the potentiality of that which does not appear, but

may; that is, of all possible existence. We are not

then obliged to regard tliis divine oneness of the

universe only as a dim abstraction
;
we think of it

as the background, as the very truth and life of things

as they do appear. The brightness of the sun, the

tenderness of evening clouds, the freshness of the

morning, the joy of creature life, nay, if we but think

of it aright, the fury of the storm, the keenness of the

lightning, the destructive might of the sea, may be,

and will be connected, in the contemplative mind, with

the essential power that makes aU work together for
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good. When, in a misty mountain-land, sunlit-peaks

stand out here and there, we cannot help following in

imagination the silver lines of various contour, till they

are merged in the massive roots which hold those

peaks on high. It is not as isolated spots of light, but

as hints of a orrandeur unrevealed, that thev most affect

the heart. So is it with the })erceptions and the

knowledG^es that start out to view from the inscrutable

abyss of infinite being. Never, though in themselves

they may present a garland of beauty, or an impression

of proportioned order, is their most searching charm to

be explained by any self-contained attractions
; always

the eye follows the flowing lines of form till they are

lost in a sacred darkness; and always the mind runs

up the train of linked causation, until it merges in an

infinity of power.

This much, at least, a candid determination to

recognize facts as they are, would compel us to own

concerning this sense of universal being on whicli we

arc insistiug. But as to any attempt to explain how

the Paternal Being produces in us tlie percepticm of

phenomenal, fragmentary, and changeful existence,—
common sense, to say nothing of a sound j)hiloso[)hy

of ignorance, utterly forljids it. No reason on eai'th

can Ik.' given why a ]>antlu'istic theory of the world

should be expected, any more than other religious

systems, to justify itself by a complete solution of the

riddle of life, liut if tln' question be asked,
** Why

tlien should it be put forth at all T the siuipk*
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answer is, because it involves less arbitrary assumption,

because it is more manifestly congruous with facts as

we know them, than any other theory whatever. It

takes its stand upon that feeling of an infinite unity,

which grows in strength with every extension of our

knowledsfe. It is involved in the increasino^ discredit

of every theory which necessitates a creation out of

nothino-. It is the inevitable corollarv of the doctrines

of "continuity" and evolution. It assumes nothing

but the fact of our o^^ti consciousness, and its educa-

tion by the perceived contrasts and congruities of an

outer world. It finds a revelation in the present

moment, wdiich is the sum of all the past, and the

germ of all the future. It sees eternity in the present

hour; for everything, which can be, is, though now

diso'uised in form by the phenomenal succession, cor-

relative to finite knowledge. And pantheism alone

can give full and adequate meaning to the words of

the ancient doxoloo-y which declares,
" As it was in the

beginning, is now, and ever shall be, world without

end."

But the very same principle which insists upon a

recognition of facts as they are, would, in its par-

ticular application, require a heartfelt appreciation of

tlie power of religion in the history of mankind.

Nor is such an appreciation at aU consistent with the

too frequent practice of attributing to falsehood the

1)eneficent and regenerative influences of truth. We

may safely admit, indeed, that the highest truths have
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often been more striking and impressive because

clothed in an imaginative form. But that is only

because the form was necessary, either to awaken the

attention, or otherwise to secui'e an entrance for the

truth into the heart. Thus the parable of the Prodigal

Son is an admitted fiction, so far as the form is con-

cerned. But the imaginative story is only valuable for

the force with which it impresses on tlie heaii: the

beauty and exhaustlessness of divine mercy. And it

is against the supposition of unreality in this spiritual

element in the narrative, that devout feeling indig-

nantly protests. The same distinction may be made

wherever relii-ious convictions are embodied in tradi-

tional memories, miraculous visions, or alleged histori-

cal actions. The character of the outward form is en-

tirely a matter of evidence, to be judged by j)recisely

the same canons which are ap})licable to evidence

concerning anything else. Or, in other words, jis

expressed in the tliir<l essay of this series, it is the

object of sight as distinguished from faitli. What

faitli has to do witli is tlie spiritual trntli, which

auswei*s to inherent predispositions of the soul. Now,

in tlie immediately precetling essay, it was urged that

reli'don in its essential nature is an endeavour after a

j>ractical expression oi man's c«)nscious relation t<» the

Infinite.
'

'I'h«* ]»owers «»f the world to mnie," or at

lea.st of the world Im yond tlu' senses, luive, as des-

crilKMl elsewliere, impressed the heart in many different

torms. \n"<\\\u\\\<' in i»riniiv;il fvi-^ witli th.- sinuilrst
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emotions of wonder, and leading men on by successive

steps of revelation to mystic contemplations of eternal

Being. Any system of opinion, positive or negative,

which depreciates, undervalues, or explains away this

spiritual experience of mankind under the inspirations

of God, convicts itself at once of inadequacy, if not of

folly. And it is precisely because Christian Pantheism

is under no such necessity,
—because, while perfectly

congruous with scientific truth, it gives to experience

of divine communion all the value which the most

transcendent faith has dared to claim,—that it seems to

afford the brightest promise for the future of religion.

The explanation of this will show how, in accordance

with the suggestion made above, we measure back the

path by which men have been led from the simplicity

of humble affections to the contemplation of God as

all in all
;
and so we may see how Christian Pantheism

bridges, or rather annihilates, the apparent abyss be-

tween the inevitable conclusions of knowledge and

the conscious reality of lowly faith.

I call that the most transcendent faith, which does

not say in its heart " Who shall ascend into heaven for

us ?
"
nor *'

A\Tio shall descend into the abyss ?
"
but

which finds God now " a very present help," and the

ultimate reason for all sense of reality in life. Who-

ever can say with genuine meaning
" we are in Him

that is true, even in His Son Jesus Christ
;
this is the

true God and eternal life," need not be troubled much

about those sources of all religious uncertainty,
" the
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evidences,"—a name which we are sometimes tempted
to think must have been given in diabolic irony, by the

phantom who "
for ever denies." Says the author of

the "
Theologia Germanica," "the more the Self, the I,

the Me, the Mine, that is, self-seeking and selfishness,

abate in a man, the more doth God's I, that is, God

Himself increase in him." * And of such a man he

says,
"
though all men were against him, they could

neither shake nor trouble him, for while in this

obedience a man were one with God, and God Himself

were [one with] the man." f "Let man," says

Tauler:|: "simply yield himself to God; ask nothing,

desire nothing ;
love and mean only God

; 3'ea, and

such an unknown God. Let him lovingly cast all his

thoughts and cares, and his sins too, as it were, on

that unkno^v^l A\ ill. Some will ask what remains

after a man has thus lost himself in God ? I answer,

nothing but a fjithomless annihilation of himself
;
an

absolute ign(jring of all reference to himself pereonally ;

of all aim of his own in will and heart, in way, in

purpose, or in u.se. For in this self-loss, man sinks so

deep, that if he could out of jiure love and loveliness

sink (l(M'prr, yea, and become absolutely notliing, lie

would do so right gladly. O, dear child ! in the midst

* "
Tlieolo^iii Geriu.iuicH," p. 52.

t Il»i<l. The linicketH would Heeni to indicate thaf the wonls

witliin tliem are doubtful. liut there is no explanation given by
the translator.

X ^^uoted by llev. John Hunt,
"
E.s«ay «>m raiiihei.siu.

"

|>.
17fi.
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of all these enmities and dangers, sink thou into thy

ground and nothingness ;
and let the tower mth all its

bells fall upon thee
; yea, let all the devils in hell

storm out upon thee
;

let heaven and earth and all

their creatures assail thee, all shall but marvellously

serve thee
;
sink thou into thy nothingness, and the

better part shall be thine," It is clear that the

position described in these words is distinctly panthe-

istic; though it is the issue of devout contemplation

rather than of reasoning. But how closely expressions

of the religious affections may approximate to a more

purely intellectual pantheism, is seen from the opening

chapter of the "Theologia Germanica:" where the writer,

commenting on St. Paul's words, expresses himself as

follows,
—" That which is perfect is a being who hath

comprehended and included all things in himself and

his own substance, and without whom and beside

whom there is no true substance, and in whom all

things have their substance." This is precisely

Spinoza's idea of substance, onJy expressed from the

stand-point of devotion rather than of philosophy. It

is true that Spinoza insisted upon extension, as being

equally with thought an essential attribute of the

divine substance. And those who fail to remark that

both thought and extension are only the utmost

generalization of the two modes in which eternal

being takes form in om' finite consciousness, have too

hastily charged Spinoza with making God and matter

to be one. In a sense he does so, but it is not the
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sense in which the objection is made. For those who

are appalled by Spinoza's identification of God with

matter, are usually oblivious of the fathomless mystery

in which the essential nature of matter is involved.

They think of matter as entirely explained by ultimate

atoms, or by dead weight, and other hypothetically

lifeless mechanical forces.

But when once it is clearly perceived that these

notions are only modifications of our own consciousness

by a cause that altogether transcends our knowledge,

it is felt that the charge against Spinoza is meaning-

less. At the same time, with due reserve of what was

said in a former essay about our resistless predisposi-

tion to reirard eternal substance as akin to what we

call mind, ratlier than to what we call matter, we may

fairly acknowledge tliat Spinoza's idea of thought and

extension, as equally essential attributes of the divine

substance, is open to considerable objection. For both

tliought and extension are after all only generalizations

of phenomena, and in their utmost breadth they remain

phenomenal still. And so it seems tu me that the

mystical pantheism of religion is more consistent witli

a sound philosophy of ignorance, than are the ratio-

cinations of philosophy.
"
For," says the "

Theologia

Germanica,"
" the things which an- in part can be

a]>])rehen<led, known an<l expressed; but tlic Pei*fect

cannot Imj apprehendeil, known, or ('Xi)rcsscd l)y any

creature lus crcatun;. Therefore we do not give a

name to the Perfect, fur it is none of tb.sf. 'i'hr
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creature as creature'^ cannot know nor apprehend it,

name nor conceive it." Still the demonstration of God

belongs to philosophical, rather than to religious, pan-

theism. The necessity, lying in the very fact of

present existence, for the thought of all Being as one,

self-contained, and eternal, is of the intellect rather

than of the heart, and belongs therefore to philosophy.

The thought of one infinite Power, as the sum of all

good, belongs more to the heart, and is generated by
devotion. The two ideas are really one, and differ

only in this respect: that the one aspect is that which

first strikes the inquiring mind, and the other is that

which first meets the longing heart. If now we can

trace our way back, by known landmarks of spiritual

experience, to the origin of religious pantheism in

aftections of the aspiring soul, we shall find additional

evidence in favour of the claim of Cliristian Pantheism

to bridge the apparently widening abyss between re-

ligion and science. Such expressions as we have

quoted from mystic religionists show a very highly
-

* The italics here are my own. The explanation of the paradox
is given by the ^y^iter on a following page.

" We mean it is im-

possible to the creature in virtue of its creature-nature, and

qualities, that by which it saith,
' I

' and '

myself.' For in

whatsoever creature the Perfect shall be known, therein creature-

nature, qualities, the I, the self, and the like must all be lost and

done away. This is the meaning of that saying of St. Paul:—
' When that which is perfect is come '

(that is, when it is known)
' then that which is in part

'

(to wit, creature-nature, qualities,

the I, the self, the mine) will be despised and counted for nought."
"
Theol. Germ.," p. 4.
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developed consciousness of relation to infinite power.

That strange and lonely prerogative of man,—to reach

forth lono'int^ arms from his self-centred life, to ^^ather

to himself a consciousness of all that is,
—

has, in these

men, like all lordly prerogatives in noble souls, produced

a deep and solemn sense of a possible ideal life. The

world that glitters with the glory of God is not in

itself the object of their love; for, magnificent as it is,

it is but as an islet in a measureless sea. More than

suns and stars is the eternal light of Avhich they are

but trembling beams; more than the hosts of creature

life is that abyss of being that brings them forth. The

creature spark of consciousness, which such men know

in themselves, seems but the possibility of a larger joy

to be found in a sense of nothingness amid the majesty

of God. Now the aim described in words like tliese is

undoubtedly vague and indefinite; but the general

direction of desire is definite enonLch. For it is a

longing to get free from the narrowness, the darkness,

and impurity, which sincere reflection always associates

with selfishness in all its forms. A great victors' is

felt to Ixi gained, when love for friend or neighbour

draws oft' attention fioni our own Lcratification to their

deeper needs. But yet an exaggeration i^ii their claims

is sor)n fonnd to finflict with the riglits of others. For

we have no right to set fiiend or neighbour above the

highest interests of our kiiid; and any attenijit to do

so would l>e but a more subtle form of scltishuess.

Hence asj)irants after the most enlarged devotion ai-o
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led to regard immediate objects of interest and affec-

tion only as representative of some wider sacredness,

which embraces them and much else besides; nor can

such a process stop, until self realizes its own nothing-

ness amid the infinite sum of all sanctions and of all

being. Suppose, for instance, that the '' enthusiasm of

humanity
"
be suggested as the widest reach of devo-

tion; it must be inspired by the thought of man's true

dignity; and that is inseparable from his littleness.

For man is what he is, because he is the focus of in-

numerable forces, without and within, which play upon
him out of a greater world; and no one can serve his

own generation or his race aright, Avho either exag-

gerates the powers, or misconceives the prerogatives of

man, amidst the energies of a boundless universe. For

however great mankind may be, that greatness is after

all maintained as much by a clear understanding of

what we must not or cannot do, as by valiant effort to

accomplish what we can. And no one therefore can

do very noble service to humanit}^, who does not by
his own example teach due reverence for the myste-

rious powers, by which human nature is held to its own

place in the universal order. But the very notion of

order involves an implicit belief, that all those over-

ruling powers are ultimately One. It is impossible

then that even to an age of Positivism " the enthusiasm

of humanity" can prescribe the ultimate range of

spiritual aspiration in our flight from the dominion of

selfishness. For if a man's heart be so enlarged that
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his desires are no longer the greed for personal gratifi-

cation, but rather the most advanced expression of

the growing ambition of a race, this very enlarge-

ment of heart will repudiate all human arrogance, and

loyally own the beneficent sway of the grander if more

mysterious Power, which directs the destiny of man-

kind. If any man could be so great, as indeed One,

and One only was so great, as to gather up into his

own soul a sense of all humanity's deepest needs, this

Man of men, standing forth as the representative of all

his kind, would feel that the one indispensable con-

dition of human blessedness is not self-assertion or

self-will, but loval submission to the vast and sacred

order wliicli encloses mankind on every side. Such a

man, impersonating all manhood, must find himself

embraced and blessed and awed by a Majesty which

he associates at once with law and with love; and he

in his time would be a type to show that the sublimcst

act of the individual or of the race is one of sacrifice at

the shrine of eternal Being. Of sacrifice, I say; not

grudging, unlDving, with a secret sense of tyrannous

fate; but witli an " Even so, Father;" and a ]>eaee

wliieli tlie world cannot give, I'cigning in the lieart;

and a cry,
"

It is linished," as the uttermost darknrss

mercres in eternal lif^lit.*

* Whiif tlieso
|)ii<;fs are j)asHiii^' tlii(Ui;.jli tlu' prt'ss, I have

road Mr. Spencer's eigiith |)ai>er on " The Stn<ly «»f Si>ciology."

{Contf'mponin/ /{cview, Feb., Ib73.) Wliat he siiVH al»out tiie

lnii»oH.Mibility of carryint; "the religion of altrui.sin
"

to an e.x-
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By some such links of growing desire, expressed

according to the forms of thought prevailing in their

day, did those saintly m^'stics, of whom mention has

been made, feel their way toward that blessedness

which they identified with goodness ;
and of which

they said it "lieth not in much and many, but in one

treme is perfectly jnst and sound. But, for myself, I cannot

recognize altruism as a religion. Altruism concerns only my
relations to known forms of individual life. It is another word

for the enthusiasm of humanity. And were all our relations

limited to mankind, Mr. Spencer may be quite right in saying
that universal and unreserved self-sacrifice would result in

absurdity. But surely the Universe is greater than mankind.

And it is devotion to tlie Divine rule manifest in the order of

the world, which is the true inspiration of self-sacrifice. Right

order, or divine law, must decide whither I play my part in the

universe best by killing an enemy or letting him kill me. It is

only that ideal life—God in me—which can demand of the baser

self a sacrifice absolutely without reserve. The heroic Captain

Knowles, of the unfortunate "
Northfleet," might not have been

justified in declining all chance of escape only that he might
comfort the women and children around him, by going to the

bottom with them. But when that brave man said, "Bo'sen,

I'm going to my work right through U]) here," he showed that,

to his mind, there were no bounds to the sacrifices which might
be demanded by "his work," or in other words, his mission,—
his place in the divine order of the w^orld. Mr. Spencer balances
" the religion of amity

"
against

" the religion of enmity," allow-

ing some truth in each, and suggesting a compromise between

them. Surely there must be some one principle underlying the

truths of both. And this, I venture to think, is what I have

stated in the text. A man who feels himself a divine element in

a divine order, Avill assert himself and deny hiujself equally in a

spirit of sacrifice.
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and oneness."
" In one word," they said,

" blessedness

lieth not in any creature, or work of the creatures, but

it lieth alone in God, and in his works. Therefore I

must wait only on God and his work, and leave on

one side all creatures with their works, and first of all

myself"* Yes; "first of all myself;" there the

growth in grace began : but it could not stop with the

" enthusiasm of humanity," though that was embraced

under another name. The man who is
"
enlightened

with the true \\<A\i
" "

lono-eth for the salvation of all

men." But this is only one expression of the compre-

hensive loyalty in which such men " commit and

commend themselves and all things to the Eternal

Goodness. Nevertheless, there remaineth in them a

desire to go forward and get nearer to the Eternal

Goodness
;
tliat is, to come to a clearer knowledge, and

warmer love, and more comfortable assurance, and

perfect obedience and sul>jection ;
so that every en-

liglitened man could say;
*
I would fain be to the

Eternal Goodness, wliat his own hand is to a man.*

This mind was in Clirist to perfection, anil is also in

his followers, in some more, and in some less." f

But if we consider furthir, and more in detail,

the feeble beginnings of this spiritual life to which the

mystics gave so daring a con.siimination, we find that

they are identical with the inner struggle realized by

every man who knows the conHict between an actual

worse, and a pn <il»le better life. And this conflict is

Theol. (Jci ...., ch. i.x. t Theol. Clcnu., cli. x.
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generated by a sense of responsibility, vague or

definite, ennobling or repressive, according to the

degrees of distinctness and spiritnalit}^ with which the

man has reahzed to himself a theory of the universe.

If he thinks of the world as governed by a manlike

King, veiled only by the clouds or firmament, seated

on a throne, and launching thunderbolts upon the

wicked
;
he may have a very definite impression that

there is one stronger than himself, who prohibits him

from doing as he likes. But the coarseness of the

conception will most probably keep his code of

morality low, and his practice considerably below that.

Criminals under a Draconian law are not generally

refined by its terrors; and however fearful the

penalties, there are always plenty of men found to risk

them. If, on the other hand, a man thinks the world

subject to a more distant and mysterious Sovereign,

who keeps a debtor and creditor account with man-

kind, but delays the final settlement until some far-off

day ;
such a man cannot be charged with vagueness of

theory, so far as it goes ;
and he will in all probability

have a very real feeling of responsibility. But the

distance of the settlement always encourages him to

think that somethino- will occur to set it rio;ht in time.

If a man thinks the world to be ruled by a superhuman

Love, pictured to him in images of human perfection,

he will realize a purer loyalty, which raises his ideal,

while it deepens his sense of responsibility. Again, if

a man conceives that the order of the world is ade-
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quately explained by the word law, and that law

siirnifies nothin<]: more than the reo-ular action of

mechanical force
;
he will indeed endeavour to square

his life by the rules gathered from a process of induc-

tion; but the expansiveness and the imaginative

aspiration of devotion must be wanting. If a man

feels that human life, like all phenomena of the world

around him, is the fragmentary manifestation of a

Universal Power which shows itself within as well as

without, in inspirations of right thoughts and holy

desires, as well as in organic forms; he may know that

his supreme good is realized in the conscious and glad

subordination of all self-centred life to "the glory of

the sum of things."

All these men may know the struggle between the

lower and the higher life. But its issue in each case

must \)Q dependent, to a considerable extent, on the

degi'ee of elasticity or exjjansiveness, characteristic of

the tlieory with which it is associated. Thus he who

conceives of a divine monarch armed with thunderbolts,

will ))e satisfied with a halting obedience, eked out by
acts of propitiation. Tlie man who believes only in

mechanical forces, will hold his consciousness of free

will to be only an illusiun
;
and while inconsistently

Htun^c at times bv vexation with himself, he will, for

the most part, confine his struggles for self-reform to

efforts, |M'rhaps ecjually inconsistent, for a re-arrange-

nn.'nt of the eircunistances around him. IJutthev n\ ho

believe in tin* ruling ami redeeming love of a supreme
2 B
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Father of mankind, may find the horizon of devotion

recede as they advance, until even so beautiful an

analogy pales by reason of '' a glory that excelleth."

And their aspii^ations will often merge in that vision

of the " Eternal Goodness
"
which we have seen to be

only another aspect of the philosophical pantheist's

absolute Being.
" A master called Boetius

"—I quote

the words once more from the "Theologia Germanica"—
saith,

'

It is of sin that we do not love that which is

best.' He hath spoken the truth. That which is best

should be dearest of all thinojs to us." . . . .

" But if

our inward man were to make a leap, and spring into

the Perfect, we should find and taste how that the

Perfect is without measure, number, or end, better and

nobler than all which is imperfect and in part, and the

Eternal above the temporal or perishable, and the

fountain or source above all that fioweth or ever can

flow from it." Now this "love of that which is best"

may have at first a very humble form. It may be a

child's choice of a generous action rather than selfish

gratification. It may be a youth's ambition to imitate,

cost what it may, some life of devoted adventure

which he has read. But while the soul lives a growing

hfe, this love has power to expand, till like the hero of

Lucretius it
'^

ranges beyond the flaming walls of the

world." And in this expansion every moral conflict,

every agony of doubt, every earnest heartfelt prayer

exerts a germinating force. For he who would reign

in this divine life must also suffer in its birth and
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growth. And tlie mystic's hell and heaven * are surely

far more real than those of superstition. The lowly

Christian, charmed by the music of holy words, is

wooed to a bondage of the letter, which may be long in

making its tyranny felt. But sooner or lat^r, unless

his mind is stat^nant, the iron is sure to enter into his

soul. The inconsistency between the letter of many
commands and the needs of modern life, will perhaps

force him at last into the freedom of the spirit of

Christ. But the resolve ever to cleave to the love of

what is best, whatever ugly names may be cast on it

by men, will often give to lower affections for tradition,

and custom, and law, a wi'ench which may seem to

dislocate the whole framework of his being. And

when once he takes refuge in the freedom of the spirit

of Christ, he may find his first dim notions of that

spirit grow, until he realizes it as a consciousness of

God which outweighs all self-centred desire. "And

then, when the man neither careth for, nor seeketh,

nor desireth anything but the Eternal Good alone, and

seeketh not himself, nor his own things, but the honour

of God only, he is made a partaker of all manner of

joy, bliss, peace, rest, and cijnsolation, and so the man

is henceforth in the Kingdom of Heaven." f To all

but those of like susceptibility to mystical an«l ecstatic

devotion, there may seem t<) be something of exaggera-

tion in the Itust words here. Yet all are cajiiible of tlv

peace springing from surrender to Infinite Power; -i

Theol. (JtTin., ih:i|>. xi. t Tijc-ol. (iurin., cli. xi.
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from that forgetfulness of self in the glory of the world,

which owns that something far better than our own

will is being secured. And this is quite enough to

give a meaning that borders on, if it does not merge

in, spiritual pantheism.

Thus we see that the connection between pantheism
and some of the most devotional forms of Christianity

is by no means strained or unnatural. "Faith as

vague as all unsweet !

"
some may be tempted to ex-

claim. But the very energy of the language,
—

nay, the

saintliness of the lives—of these old mystics, shows that

if their idea of " Eternal Goodness
" was vague in the

sense of indefinite, it was a vagueness like that of

noonda}^ blaze
;
while their faith, in the sense of loyalty

of soul, was hardly less intense than Elijah's prophetic

fire. They, even much more than Spinoza, were "God-

intoxicated men
;

"
in as far as their pantheism was

emotional rather than intellectual. They found God

within as well as without. He was to them subject as

well as object. He was the deeper holier self, as well

as the substance of all outward things. That back-

ground of our personal life to which, as is elsewhere

remarked, no definite boundaries can be marked, was

felt by these men to merge in God. The consciousness

of God was regarded as a more abiding reality than

the consciousness of the creature-self; it was the

eternal, as contrasted with the temporal life. It was

in reference to this they maintained, that ignorance

of the Infinite belongs only to the soul as a creature ;
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and that *' in whatsoever creature the Perfect shall be

known, therein creature-nature qualities,
—the I, the

sell", and the like must be lost and done away." To

them in rapt meditation it seemed that a Life, from

beyond the creature-self inwardly, met, and touched,

and mingled with the reality underlying the vision

of the world outwardly ;
and so self was lost in

God. I cannot help thinking that they antici-

pated a development of man's religious life, which is

yet perhaps a long way before us. The supreme

consciousness of God seems the proper aim of all

spiritual progress ;
and all mankind will reach it yet.

But the times were not ripe then, as perhaps they are

not ripe now ;
and antedated ideas are always imper-

fect, and more or less incongruous. The old mystic

idea of the Perfect, or of Eternal Goodness, might be

the last issue of unselfish aspiration. But also, from

its very vagueness, it was constantly in danger of

confusion with meditative self-satisfactioiL For a man

may very easily think he has resigned all self-will and

self-assertion, when in reality he has only resigned all

manly effort and detiniteness of pui-pose. But again

the position of these mystics was incongruous. For,

while using language which clearly involved pantheism,

they did not distinctly avow it. Thorc was a soi-t of

hesitancy and uncertainty, which arose probably from

their indeterminate position in regai'd to external

authority over religious opiniun. And in such a periotl

nothing else wns to be expected But now it is
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impossible for any, but lazy or fearful souls, to toy with

m3'stic notions such as these, without asking precisely

what is their relation to the supposed authoritative

teaching, if not of the Church, at least of Scripture,

lii a previous part of this volume, the answer to such

a question has already been implied. Christian foith

does not consist in agreement with authoritative

opinion. Still, there must be a marked continuity of

spiritual life, to justify the maintenance of the name;

and we have yet to show how the general abandonment

of infallibility, as an impossible predicate either of

Pope, Church, or Book, has done much to open the

way for a genuinely Christian pantheism.

But it is better to dwell for a moment now on that

other point of weakness in the contemplations of the

mystics,
—the danger of confusion between self-aban-

donino: devotion and indolent self-content. This dancrer

arose from their dwelling too exclusively on subjective^

rather than objective suggestions of the Infinite. They
knew too little of the outward world, its beauty, its

mystery, its order, its ever-increasing purpose. The

modern mind marches on lines of law, till each is lost

in a higher rule that is incomprehensible, but felt to

be order still. The mystic could not approach the

Infinite so. The widening aspirations of love, com-

bined with a sense of ontological mystery, brought them

to a vague idea of supreme blessedness, too generally

negative in its characteristics to escape comparison

with the Buddhist Nirvana. But our position is very
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different. For, however inferences from our physical

knowledge may threaten opinions hitherto supposed

to be bound up with the immortality of reverence, the

visions which that knowledge gives of the magnifi-

cence, the complexity, the unceasing activity and

exhaustless energy of creation do overpower the soul

with emotions of true veneration. We are not, there-

fore, so much dependent as the mystics were on the

dreaminess of inward contemplation. We must still,

indeed, say with the sage of old:—"
Lo, these are parts

of His ways ;
but how little a portion is heard of

Him !

"* But the greatness of tluit little is awful.

It is like the skirts of the vision that })assed by Moses

in the cleft. It shuts us up in the darkness of our own

ignorance; and yet it makes us feel that the darkness

is something more,—the shadow of a present divinity.

Farther, the modern method of observing tlie world

ou^ht to f'ive more ])ractical si<.,mificance to our feelini]:

towards tlie Supreme Object of devotion, than could be

given by any abstraction of eternal goodness. For

though the infinite is as far oflfas ever from our mortal

conception, yet we are learning to look at the laws of

nature witli a reverence that recognizes the stamp of

divinity upun thuni. And ius those laws, which we

know ant] can read, are manifestly intortwincMl witli

liigher laws beyond our comprehension, we feel that

the known is as sacred as thf unknown, while at the

same time it gives us nrf ieulMtc insfrneHoii^ liow to

* Jul. \XV1. 1 1.
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turn life to worship. The mystics said,
—Put off the

creature, put off self, the I, the me, the mine. They
did not tell us what we should put on; at least not in

lano'uaGfe accommodated to the needs of life. But our

modern pantheist, whose religion has found freedom,

not death, in the revelations of science, must conceive

the life of God as the sum of all the energies of creation
;

whole and complete, because each apparent part or

fragmentary force is, as it were, steadfastly loyal in its

place and work. And putting on one side now the

mystery involved in phenomenal personality and will,

of which we have spoken elsewhere, such a man may say,
"
I am not my own; I am needed, or I should not be

here; for each thing serves all else : my life's work is to

play my part according as the divine forces without

and within me teach; not for myself, but for the widest

good that I can conceive." He feels that though the

widest good he can conceive falls unspeakably short

of an infinite beatitude, yet his conception, if realized,

would be an embodiment of a divine thought. And

therefore that widest conceivable good is to him a

real, though necessarily imperfect manifestation, of

the supreme object of devotion. Such a view of

our relations to the Infinite is not indeed enough to

o'ive that strong^ sense of divine communion—that

intense glow of devout feeling
—which belongs to the

life of God in the soul of man; but it is well calculated

to convert vague sentiment into practical power. We
must not lose the inspirations from within; they are
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most real and true; and amidst all metaphysical

puzzles about the value of prayer, it proves its

power by their continual renewal. But still it stands

good, that modern perceptions of the unity, wonder,

and transcendental vastness of the material world,

give to pantheistic devotion an articulate conscious-

ness, such as it could scarcely have amongst the

mystics.

What we mean then, generally, by Christian Pan-

theism, is that theory of the world which, while

acknowledging that human thought and language

are not articulately expressive of anything more

than phenomenal knowledge, yet sees in phenomena
the fragmentary and partial manifestations of an un-

utteraljle unity beyond them. Nor is this unity

merely negative, merely the abstraction of this or

that creature form. It is the sense of all tliat is
;

and that, not in the sense of an aggregate, but in

tlie sense of Absolute Being; the only real unity. Of

that unity we have, already confessed liuman inability

to speak with ad('(piate significance; still, as it under-

lies all our thoughts, we are obliged to speak of it as

we can. And as it is the sum <»f all bi-autv, ir(Jodue.s.s,

power, we may wtdl use such words as carry our

thouirhts farthest towards infinite perfection. If our

noblest words ami thoughts an* inadecjuate, it does not

follow that nthcrs should be used; for this by hypo-

thesis would make the incongniity greatiT. Our*

thoughts of j)ersonal life, of will, and counsel, and l«>ve,
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and mercy, and justice, are the warmest and brightest

that we know. It is inevitable therefore that in the

grandest forms they can assume they should be trans-

ferred to our dreams of the Absolute Being, whom we

call God. And though it be proved, as proved it is,

that God must be infinitely more than can be ex-

pressed by such thoughts or words, it does not follow

that others should be used; for these would make Him
to be almost infinitely less. Here is the fallacy be-

setting tlie alternative which haunts so many minds

with di^ead.
"
Either," say they,

" the Supreme Power

is a personal being, or the world is the creature of

mechanical forces governed by blind fate." Then,

when the limitations essentially involved in Person-

ality are seen to be inconsistent with infinity, they

fall into dire distress; forgetting that the other alter-

native is equally inconsistent with the thought of

Absolute Being, and far more incongruous with the

sum of all Perfection. But the alternative has no

force whatever, except what it derives from the fact

that personal life and mechanical force mark certain

extremes, within which our experience varies in the

phenomenal world. And while the laws of thought,

themselves a part of the universal order, compel us to

think of one Absolute Being as the ultimate reality of

the phenomenal world; they also forbid our regarding

this Being as identical with, or full}^- manifested by,

any mere class of impressions. Our only resource

therefore is to use, with all due and reverent reserve,



V. CHRISTIAX PASTUEISM. 39o

such language as may carry our thoughts farthest to-

wards infinite perfection.

A<rain, Christian Pantheism assumes, of course, that

no phenomenon 'Carries its expknation within itself

And what is meant by an explanation here is such an

analysis as reduces the object to known elements, and

enables us in imagination to reproduce the pheno-

menon out of those elements, with a satisfactory sense

of completeness. Thus the apparent movements of

the stai^ and planets are said to be explained, when

their apparently chaotic wanderings are shown to be

the impression produced on us by the revolution of

the earth on her axis, together with that of the planets

round the sun. The ancients sought the explanation

within the limits of the appearance itself, by con-

ceiving a hierarchy of concentric heavens. But no

description of these could be given which would en-

able the imagination fairly to rei)r(jduce the whole

appearance out of such elements. Tims the explan-

atiun had to be scnight outside the appearance, in

something not seen, but inferred. Again, when the

motions of the earth and planets round the sun were

seen to be the true explanation of celestial appearances,

then these motions themselv'es were felt to reciuire

explanation ;
and tliis explanation also wjus found, not

within the limits of the plienomenon it.si'lt'. but in

cxjKirienoe of weight at the suifiu'.o of the earth. Then

the phenomenon of mutual attraction V»etwoen masses

is felt to recjuire explanation. And this it has never
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received, unless Descartes' hypothesis of revolving

vortices be accepted. But in any case, the pheno-

menon does not carry its own explanation within it.

Farther, if the vortical theory should be adopted, and

if o-ravitation were held to be rather the resistance of

superincumbent pressure to a centrifugal tendency,

than the direct inter-attraction of separate masses, we

should then want to know what originated or sustains

the vortical movements that generate the centrifugal

force. Thus asswning the earth's axial revolution and

the planetary orbits,
—elements which lie altogether

outside tlie visible movements to be explained,
—men,

who combine imagination with uiathematical skill, can

reproduce out of such elements, with a sense of entire

completeness, the apparent movements of the stars.

But a feeling of incompleteness haunts the assump-

tion. For the real movements of the earth and

planets also require explanation. And when this is

sought in experience of weight, another unknown

element is introduced. While, if it be supposed that

the feeling and the laws of weight can be satisfactorily

reproduced by imagination from the assumption of

revolving vortices, a new if not a larger problem is

introduced in the recognition of everlasting motion,

suggestive of eternal power. This may seem only

another way of saying that no phenomenon is ever

completely explained; but something a little more

positive than that is meant. For every phenomenon

is very completely explained by the assumption of an
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unknown quantity. Thus the Newtonian scheme of

the physical universe assumes ian utterly unaccount-

able force, about which all we know is, that it operates

accordinfj to a certain invariable law. There are, it

may be, those who think that Descartes' vortices

would explain the real nature of this force, as the re-

sultant (jf a centrifugal nisus and resisting pressure.

But this, of course, would be the transmutation of one

unknown into another. And that is the uniform con-

dition of all scientific explanation. For every observer

explains the problem of another, by discovering a new

one himself Now pantheism would suggest that this

unknoA\Ti element is always, and everywhere, tlie same.

The omnipresent impossibility of either distinguishing

or identifying phenomenon and substance, momentary
vibration and eternal energy, leaves, after every ex-

planation, a sense of want which only reverence can

satisfy. As a child is ncjt only guided to the ocean by
a shell-strewn path, but finds each shell that he can

ajjply to his ear eloquent in memories of the moaning
wind and tide; so the gi'own man needs not to trace

the links of phenomenal causiition out into a distant

infinite; for every wonder that catclies his eye has in

it an unfathomable myst<jry declaring the present God.

He d<Mjs not need t<j scan the farthest reach of astro-

nomical discovery, in nidcr to reach the lunuuls of

knowle<lge; for the commonest pebble he picks up in

his path is the manifest^ition of inscrutiible forces.
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And the pantheistic position is, that everything is ulti-

mately inexplicable simply because no finite creature"

can realize in consciousness that absolute unity, the

fragmentary manifestations of which make the pheno-

menal world. But if we might suppose a consciousness

embracing the whole universe in its totality or unity,

this consciousness would be able to comprehend its

complexity; and could deduce from its experience of

reality every phenomenal appearance. Such a con-

sciousness is the nearest approximation that pantheism
can make, intellectually, to the apprehension of God.

It is of course only an approximation; because it is

after an analogy suggested by finite life. Still it is an

approximation that we are driven to make; because

the reality of that ultimate unity being granted, it

is impossible for us to leave it an infinite void.

And farther, since
"
everything beautiful in its

season" is only a partial ma^nifestation of the one

infinite glory, we may well direct our inevitable

thoughts of this into the way of thinking it inde-

finitely more beautiful and good than anything we

know. Say, we are tossing in a tiny boat on waves

that roll toward clifis that rise in a majestic silence

overpowering the harsh music of sea birds, and the

deep bass of the ocean's roar; and far aloft there sails

a delicate cloud telling of peace and rest in the high

places of eternal thought. What we feel, it may be

we cannot speak. But power, steadfast power, and
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passionless power, power drowning all fretful noise,

and framed in the intangible gi'ace of a placid sky,

stands out the witness of we know not what, but

trauscendently grander than what we see. Or ^ay,

we are floatino^ on a smooth slidin^f river beset witli

overhanging woods, with now and then a bold pre-

cipitous rock, and there, closing the perspective, a

castle tower that ejleams in the setting: sun. How

deep and living seems the bosom of the earth, in whicli

the vision, like a great and happy emotion, rests! Vv'ho

can cut it out, like a child's picture, to be pasted in the

scrap-book of memory, without feeling that, severed

from the universal life which swells in its foliaofe, and

lisps in its lialf-heard ripple, it shrivels like a withered

leaf? Or say, we take in polluted hands the snow-

drop, whose ineffable purity seems fii-st to burn and

then to soothe; and we look between the tender white

curtains, where lie the children of wonder, the germs
of another spring, whose secret none can learn. Can

a blanched s})eck of space touch the heart like this?

Surely it is an angel of the resurrection, which tells of

the power of an endless life. When Shelley listened

to the skylark, and learneil from it one of th(* sweetest

songs lie ever sang, did lu' hear only a feathered thing

that shook th<". air by the mechanical energy of its

throat ^ As a light, struck in a dark, but treasure-

laden cavern, loses itself instantly in tlie splendoui-s it

reveals, so the bird became the luminous centre of a

world of t]i(»ug]it in which it disap[>eared.



400 ^>S'>S'J YS.

" All the earth and air

With thv voice is loud,

As, when night is bare,

From one lonely cloud

The moon rains out her beams, and heaven is overflow'd.

" Like a glow-worm golden
In a dell of dew.

Scattering unbeholdeu

Its aerial hue

Among the flowers and grass, which screen it from the view."

Surely that biixl's song is like a sudden note struck in

a hall of harps, revealing by its echoes the depth of

music which the silence shrouds. The creature seems

to rouse the very soul of things by its heart-piercing

call
;
and the universe is felt to be bound together in

a harmony, which one little earnest voice can waken

into responsive meaning. That music fills heaven

and earth with tenderness, with solemnity, with

triumph, haunted by nameless sorrow, that yet will

fio-ht with death.o

"Waking or asleep.

Thou of death must deem

Things more true and deep
Than we mortals dream,

Or Low could thy notes flow in such a crystal stream ?

" We look before and after,

We pine for what is not
;

Our sincerest lautrhter

With some pain is fraught ;

Our sweetest songs are those that tell of saddest thought."
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I must believe that the soul of all being, the life of

our life, spoke to the poet then
;
and told him,—

though even he had not ears to hear all the meaning,
—how every vision of creation's beauty overflows with

a fulness, that is even more concealed than revealed

by phenomenal form. And it is because of this, that

the last line quoted touches a chord of memory so

eloquent in the experience of all. For if
" our sweetest

soncrs tell of saddest thouoht," the sweetness comes

of infinite light; the sadness from the narrowness of

the rift through which it streams. Why do tears rise

to our eyes when our joy is keenest in poetic words ?

And why do nature's fairest scenes, untouched by

any human soitow, stir us to unutterable pathos ?

Surely the reason is a latent sense of impotence to

reach the fulness wliich is hinted at bv the radiant

spray flung over the barrier of darkness. Tlie beauty

that we hear and see involves an infinity which we

cannot grasj) ;
and so, the thought of what we have

not mingles a pang of sadness with the sweetness of

what we have. And, conversely, songs that tell of loss

and disa))p()intment and sorrow have all some memory
«)f a goodness or a love, that cannot die because it is

the utti'rance of eternal life. The special form is gone

now; but the meanin<^ it trave to the world remains.

"
Thy voice ifl on tlie rolIin«; air

;

I hear theo where tlu* watei-s run ;

Thou HtiUnleHt in the ri«iii«.j .^un,

An<l in the Mctting thou art fair.

2 C
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What art thou then? I cannot guess ;

But though I seem in star and flower

To feel thee some diffusive power,
I do not therefore love thee less :

My love involves the love before;

My love is vaster passion now ;

Though mix'd with God and nature thou,

I seem to love thee more and more."

Only the pantlieism, which looks through the creature,

and worships the Eternal Goodness as the unimagined
fulness from which the fairness of the creatui^e flows,

can give adequate meaning to such emotions of the

heart. For so each creature, good or beautiful, is felt

to be so interlocked with the whole frame of things,

that it always appears as though striving to utter

more than itself; and this inarticulate "more" has an

expansiveness, that never lets the imagination rest

short of the infinite power which, if it could be

known, would explain everything. Thus it comes to

pass that, set in the background of eternity, the vision,

like an illuminated palace in the night, spreads a halo

far around itself, and tinges the infinite with a

radiance, which is not like this or that bright object,

but is the confused glory of all.

It may, indeed, be said that this wonderful charm

of the physical world is of no spiritual significance ;

that it means only a congruity between our sensa-

tional susceptibilities, and the power of eternal causes

to make impressions upon us. But what do we mean
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by congruity ? Manifestly, in plain words, that the

one fits the other. But this no one denies for a

moment. The question before us now is not whether

that is the case or not; but rather what is the

significance of the effect which, as a matter of fact, is

produced by this congruity ? The outer world so fits

our sensational susceptibilities, as to excite emotions

wliich expand altogether beyond their immediate

object, and see in it the inadequate expression of

something unutterable. Now, if it is meant that all

the effect produced, over and above the mere fact of

congi'uity, is absolutely meaningless, this involves a

theory of the world akeady repudiated in this volume,

and with which we need trouble ourselves no farther.

For when closely examined it will amount simjily

to the assertion,
—that inward vibrations of nei-ve

synchi'onize with outward vibrations of matter, so as

to produce a })leasing sensation of agreement. It is

needless here to reiterate what, already in otlier forms,

we liave repeatedly insisted on: but the sensation itself

is something over and above the synchronism. Suffice

it, that unless we go plumb down to materialism of

the grossest kind, we iimst hold that the emotions,

produced in us by the relation of our suscejitibiiities

to the excitements of the outer world, must have somi-

adequate and truthful meaning. Nor is it possible to

assign any meaning more congruous on the whole with

the first principles of philosoj)hy, and with exju'ri-

eutial conunou sense, than that which has Ik eu
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claimed. It may be said that, the possibilities of

feeling being indefinite, each emotion carries within it

the suo-aestion of a STeater emotion of the same kind.

But not to say anything of the admission, here

involved, of some relation between human conscious-

ness, that knows no bounds, and infinity, which

transcends their possibility,
—the description is not

applicable to some of the highest experiences immedi-

ately in question. It is not the possibility of yet

greater emotion, which makes sea-crags towering over

foaming waves so impressive ;
it is rather the feeling

of an "unutterable power, to which no emotion is

adequate. When a man so feels the overpowering

beauty of the Apollo Belvedere that tears start to his

eyes, it is not the indefinite possibilities of emotion

which make him weep ;
but the touch of a perfection

suggestive of an eternal ideal, one with the supreme

glory, and striking the heart with a sense at once of

unworthiness and insignificance. Or wherever forms

or sounds of beauty stir feelings too deep for utterance,

the only adequate reason is that the soul seems led

behind the veil, and confronted with the essential

oneness of the world's mystery. It may be a mo-

mentary glimpse, an evanescent joy, not revocable

by the will
;
but there comes to each a moment when

" The glory of the sum of things

Will flash along the chords and go."

Thus Cliristian Pantheism sees God in everything ;
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and is taught, in part by the beauty of the world, to

think of Him as the splendour of all things, gathered

into unity, and expanded to infinite totality. So far

as this, other modes of regarding God may, by ignoring

latent fallacies already exposed, lay claim to an

equality. But there is another aspect, in which pan-

theism stands manifestly alone and uniivalled in its

adaptation to the spiritual requirements of the age.

For if there is one demand more intolerable than

another, to any expanded realizati(m of this glonous

universe, it is an insistance on the conception of an

absolute bef^innintij of thino-s. How this is involved in

the assumption of the existence of any real substance

other than the being of God, we have already seen,

and the contradiction of creation out of nothing has

been rej)udiatcd as unendurable. But it is not only

because of this ctmtradiction, that the doctrine of

creation out of nothing is repugnant. The necessity also

of supposing eternal energy to be quiescent until the

work Ijegan, has often been shown to be rei)ellant, but

is now felt to bu most p;iint"iilly incongruous. Here

it is ([uite i)lain that an intellectual choice ha»s to

be made. If we hold the <loctrine of creation out of

nothing, we assume a position wliieh, up to a certain

jMjint, is }»erfectly clear and intelligible. Within tliose

limits, any appeal to transcendental mystery to stavo

otl* the force of argnment, is utti'rly illegitimat<'. In

fact, such an a]>p<'al would really involve some firm of

the pantheistic tli.
«iiy.

( )n tli'- fMnnii.'ii "l"<'trin(» of
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creation then, we must believe that an eternal Being,

living in loneliness, called out of nothing a substance,

or substances, which were not Himself; and out of

these he proceeded to elaborate a world, the temporal

succession of which contrasts with His eternity, and its

finite bounds with His infinity. On this theory there

is no escaping the inference that the universe, which is

all Ave directly know of being, had its point of absolute

beofinnino:. There was a moment, in which the first

trace of created substance dawned out of nothingness

into existence. Beyond that moment, we must think

of eternal energy as quiescent. It does not indeed

follow that this earth, or the solar system, or this

corner of the universe constituted by its birth the

absolute beginning. It is perfectly open to any one

holding this view to say, that there were creations

before this, and other crea-tions before those
;
but it is

7iot open to him to add,
" and so on ad mfinitumfir

For this last would only be a confused way of attri-

buting to the universe the eternity of God. Nor,

when he is confronted with the monstrous character

of his assumption reduced to naked literality, has he

any right to say ;

"
this is a mystery ;

and I do not

attempt to explain it.
"

For had he not attempted to

explain it, he would have left things as they are, and

been content with the pantheistic view, within the

scope of which there comes neither beginning nor end.

Before carrying this point farther, however,- it is as

well to observe that the same objection lies, though
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more indirectly, against the mode in which the theory

of evolution is sometimes presented. For that is

shown to mean, for instance, that the whole solar

system, with all its myriad varieties of existence and

movement, has been evolved from a nebula, supposed

to exhibit ''an indefinite, incoherent homogeneity."

But this is a process which we are obliged to conceive

as begun, continued, and consummated—that is brought
to its present state,

—in time. Now, if we are to trace

back, not the solar system only, but the whole

physical universe, to an indefinite nebula, from which

all worlds have been born, and have growTi up by an

all-comprehensive evolution, approximately contem-

porary in its stages ;
it is manifest that ^n this theory

also, the notion of an absolute beginning seems at first

sight inevital)le. For what existed before the faintest

nebula? Tlie answer may indeed be, "the substance

which we call Absolute Being ;
out of which the nebula

dawned and tli(3 worlds, grew up." But even so, the

idea that the Absolute Being should l»e rapt in dateless

(piiescence, and should then wake to activity in a

nebulous f^nn, is as repugnant as that of a Creator who,

after an eternity of lonely stillness, should start into

woi-king energy. Or it may be said, that what is really

indicat^Ml is not an absolute beginning; but rather

alternate cycles of universal evolution, and univei*sal

dissolution, for ever succeeding one another. Dut this

too lias in it an element of gi'otestjueness painful to

reverent contoniplation. And Ix'sides, one \V(»uld



408 ESSAYS.

think—though on this point I speak more than ever

with the diffidence of ignorance
—that such a theory

would be inconsistent with any thorough doctrine of

the conservation of force. For if we conceive all exist-

ing forces dissipated in a universal heat,
—which, by

hypothesis, cannot be diminished by radiation, and is

rendered thoroughly equable by diffusion,—it is impos-

sible to imagine evolution recommencing without the

" deus ex machina
"
which it is the very object of the

theory to avoid. But if the nebula is not to be

regarded as infinite
;
if there is space or matter beyond,

into which it can radiate its heat
;
then it is not the

whole universe of power. And accordingly, either we

must fall back on the abandoned creation theory ;
or

we must conceive a sphere of evolution contempor-

aneous with that of dissolution, and imagine the two

processes to be intermingled or contrasted for ever.

This last, though not in so crude a form, is the

hypothesis of pantheism.

Why should we think of a universe decaying,

waxing old, or ready to vanish away? Why should

we conceive it ever soft with infantine plasticity, or

vague with the feebleness of babyhood ? True it is,

devout imagination has with awful delight pictured

the heavens as passing away like a scroll, and the

elements melting with fervent heat. True, prophetic

crenius has never suno- with sweeter wildness than

when predicting that
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" like the baseless fabric of this vision,

The cloud-capp'd towers, the gorgeous palaces.

The solemn temples, the great globe itself,

Yea, all which it inherit, shall dissolve.

And, like this unsubstantial pageant faded,

Leave not a rack behind.''

But then the speaker is most naturally made to add
;

" We are such stuflF

As dreams are made on
;
and our little life

Is rounded with a sleep. Sir, I am vex'd—"

Yes
;

it is the vexations of our little life that make

lovely the stillness of death. And notwithstanding

devout examples, susceptible of a ditierent interpre-

tation, it is not so much loyalty to divine predis-

positions, as the eager self-assertion,
"
sowing self on

every wind," wliich leads us to predict for the great

universe a ruin comparable to our own death. For

after all, in moods of sublimest melancholy, the truest

souls have seen, behind all phenomenal succession, an

abiding verity of eternal i)ower. And this to them has

Ix-'cn no abstraction, no voiceless, heartless silence, but

the "fulness of Him that filleth all in all." It is not

ghostly mystery only, that abides; but "a new heaven

and a new earth," and "a pure river of water of life,

clear as crystiil," and " the tree of life," and " the sea

of glass," and "
tlie glory and lionour of the natit)ns."

As to that which pa.sses and changrs, it is liki' the

llickcrings on tlu; face of the sun, whieh leave his orb

in (juencliless splendour still. This pathetic ranging
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of thought
—from human mortality to universal change,

and through the superficial change to the everlasting

mio'ht of a universe that cannot die because it is the

very glory of God—is nobly set forth \Yith. true

devoutness in the prayer of the psalmist.
" my

God take me not away in the midst of my days : thy

years are throughout all generations. Of old hast thou

laid the foundations of the earth: and the heavens

are the work of thy hands. They shall perish, but

thou shalt endure: yea, all of them shall wax old

like a garment; as a vesture shalt thou change them,

and they shall be changed. But thou art the same

and thy years shall have no end."* Here what seems

to the dying eye to be perishing is, by the immortal

spirit, seen again as a vision of change, that does

not obscure, but declare, the eternal life of God. We

may
" look for, and hasten unto the coming of the

day of God, wherein the heavens being on fire shall

be dissolved, and the elements shall melt with fer-

vent heat. Nevertheless we, according to his promise,

look for new heavens, and a new earth wherein

dwelleth righteousness." f But after all, such expec-

tations of cataclysm are little more than expressions

of noble discontent -vvdth the moral imperfections of

the present state; and they affected only a petty frag-

ment of the stupendous realm which the telescope

has opened up to us. We talk at times, and we talk

wisely,
—

though the words are edged by fear,
—of the

* Psalm cii. t 2 Peter, iii. 12.
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monstrous incongruity which man would be, if all the

significance of his life must be shut up between birth

and death. But who, after thinking, till his brain

reels, of the vastness of the spaces where worlds are

strewn like dust, can ever dream of an utter end to

this magnificence ? Who that contemplates the stead-

fast solemnity of natural order, the expression of

eternity in forms of time, can fancy that the day will

ever come when gravitation shall cease to work, or

light to radiate, or life to throb through sensuous

form ? Or who—that knows the spell of the trans-

cendent unity, which suggests the thought of a

universe, one, complete, total, immovable, while all

within it moves,—can think of all that seems, as other

than the everlasting vision of that which is ?

"The sun, the moon, the stars, the seas, the hills and the ]>lains ;

Are not these, O soul, the vision of Him who reigns V

And therefore there is no bef!:inniiKr
• and all cos-

mogonies are vain. Never was space a desert,

formless and void; never was the firmament empty
of stars. Never wa,s the universe l»arren of creature

life; or becahncd in icy stillness, untouched l)y the

restlessness of finite joy. Never wa.s eternal light

unbroken into fragmentary radiance; nor intiuite

Power withfMit its manifestation in finite forces,

(jlrnwth an<l d(;cav, evolutMon and dissolution are but

forms, in which the riches of infinity are made

sensible to oui- finite* consciousness; the a]>parent
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sparkling of a star, which contracts and dilates, now

dark now bright to us, but in itself changelesslj the

same. Not that we should doubt or undervalue the

reality of the outer world, which is in truth far more

real than it seems. But while its unity and totality are

to us only a sense of something unutterable, transcend-

ing all perceptions and every combination of them, our

thoughts have an impression of variety, the orderliness

of which is a hint, or faint expression, of the unattain-

able oneness of the reality. The relation of alternate

gi'owth and decay to the everlasting fulness, which

they do not change, is of course only vaguely conceived

by us under such images as have been used. But we

are far more certain of the oneness and endurance

undertying the vision of the world, than we are of our

correct estimate of an}' separate phenomena. Farther,

death and life are always contending before our eyes ;

culmination and decay are always going on
;
but we

are convinced there is no change in the sum of all

energies. And therefore, though, as we have said,

pantheism makes no pretence to explain everything,

yet it has this advantage, that it accepts the world as

it is, as an eternal expression of God : not our know-

ledsre of the world ;
nor our idea of the world : but

that fulness, to the perception of which mankind have

ever been approximating. In this view we are un-

troubled by the taunts that are often uttered about the

impossibility of any theory concerning the origin of

the universe. We do not want any theory of the kind.
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Indeed, we need not suppose it to have any origin at

all, except the mutual dependence of each so-called

part upon every other, and upon the supreme totality

of tilings. Taking up, for instance, Mr. Herbert

Spencer's ''three verbally intelligible suppositions,"*

each of which he criticizes as untenable
;
we find that

we need none of them. We need not think of

the universe as
"
self-existing." We only know

that it exists, and that it impresses us as everlasting.

The metaphysical difficulty of conceiving
'*
existence

without a beginning
"
does not trouble us, so long as

we insist on the actual fact of existence, and abstain

from the thought of a beginning. The impossibility

of "
conceiving existence through infinite past time

"

will not ajjpal us
;
for we are not going to try. The

phenomenal succession which gives the sense of time

must belong to our phenomenal life alone, and is

therefore utterly inapplicable to eternal being. Again,
" the hypothesis of self-creation," says Mr. 8i)encer,t
" which practically amounts to what is called pantheism,

is similarly incapable of being represented in thought."

But, with all deference to so great a thinker, surely pan-

theism has nothing to do with "self-creation." "The

])recii»itati()n of invisible vapoui* into cloud
"

would not

fur one moment delude us, as he suggests, with the

notion that we liad "formed a s^Tubolic conception of a

self-evolve<l univei'so." For the notion of any absolute

bef'innin'', N\hether called "self-evolved
"

or anvthinj'

"
Firat Principles," p. 30. t U]>. cit. p. 3±
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else, seems totally inconsistent with genuine pantheism.

As ~Mt. Spencer truly observes
;

" we cannot form any

idea of a jjotential existence of the universe, as distin-

tinguished from its actual existence." Nor, I would

add, are we under the slightest necessity to do so.

But if it should be asked, what then becomes of the

Synthetic Philosophy, or where is the place of evolu-

tion ?
—we may venture to reply ;

evolution is the

impression produced on the observing mind, within a

limited area, by the phenomenal succession which be-

gins in vagueness, and ends in definiteness, unity, and

orderly relations, involving a transcendent totality.

On the other hand, dissolution is the impression

produced by a phenomenal succession which, beginning

in apparent unity, goes off into vagueness, and is

suggestive of absorption. Both sets of phenomenal

successions exist. And the fact that the first seems to

predominate over the second, is probably owing to

that grandest and most mysterious evolution of all,
—

the gradual awakening of mankind to the interest of

the vision of the world. For

" The ear of man cannot hear
;
and the eye of man cannot see.

Yet if we could see and hear, this vision,
—were it not He ?

"

So far, I have spoken of the frank recognition of

facts, of the self-control, the sense of undeniable

mystery, and the reverence for actual existence as

expressive of an eternal unity, all of which should

characterize Christian Pantheism. But, still it may
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be asked, why Christian ? To that question let us

address ourselves more closely now. For though we

have seen how some of the most devout Christian

souls have implied in the expression of their feelings,

an essentially pantheistic theory of the world, it is

more than probable that few, if any of them, recognized

their own position ;
and none of them owned the

a})})arent incongruities between their o})inions and

ordinary theological dogmatism. But are not such

incongruities more than apparent ? Are they not

fatal ? Whatever be the case with physical miracle,

at least the reality of Divine communion may be

recognized as essential to Christianity. Apocalyptic

visions may have been dreams. But if the whole

stream of insi)iration that generated the life of the

Church was nothing Ijut delusion, the Christianity left

is hardly more than a beautiful corpse. AVe may fully

admit the weiglit of the difficulties urged from this point

of view; and readily acknowledge that Christianity

without inspiniti(jn is dead. But 1 contend tliat the

existence of inspiration, j)ast or present, is very much
a fpiestion of fact, wliicli, apait fi-om infallibilitv, by
no means involves the tlieological theories usually

associaU.'d with it. 1 believe Divine communion to

be a fact iMjth j)resent and ])ast. But tliis does not in

the least degree atiett my conviction that the u.sual

interj)rctations ]>ut upon the relation of Cjod to tlie

world are untenable. And thou_;h 1 Inilieve the rela-

tion of the Supreme Being to phenomenal exigence
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to be utterly inscrutable, I contend that the panthe-

istic position is not at all inconsistent with a practical

and gi'ateful recognition of Di^dne inspii^ation.

In regard to this aspect of the subject, then, the

fii'st point on which we should insist is the pregnant

sio'nificance which seems to lie in man's consciousness

of his relation to the Infinite. The familiar distinc-

tion between
'

human cognitions and animal percep-

tions, to the effect that thouo'h " the ox knoweth his

master's crib" he does not know that he knows it, has

a good deal of rough suggestiveness. This impossibility

of
"
knowing that he knows "

prevents the accumula-

tion of knowledge in the beast; it also suggests an

incapacity for any striking sense of contrast between

self and the world, and therefore for any consciousness

of relation thereto. But where such a feelino- of the

contrast between self and not-self arises, it almost

inevitably expands, as I have urged elsewhere, into a

consciousness of relation to the Infinite. Man must

needs worship ;
because the greatness and mystery of

existence, as well as a gTowing sense of oneness in the

world, overpower his thought. But now if the object

of his adoration, however faintly recognized at first, is

really absolute Being, the Majesty of the All in All,

it behoves us to remember that the man himself is a

phenomenal manifestation of the Supreme Life no less

than is the world around him. And if it be asked

here how can the sense of contrast arise,
—I have only

to answer, I do not know. It is at present one of our
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ultimate facts, of which apparently no explanation can

be given; and from the mere operations of conscious-

ness none is to he expected.* But it is a fact the

significance of which is sometimes exaggerated. The

sense of our individual existence is sometimes treated

almost as the matei-ialist treats the idea of an atom.

It is supposed to present us with an ultimate monad,

marked by a definiteness so clear and intense, as to

suggest the notion of a sort of spiritual impenetra-

bility. This monad is believed indeed to have had an

origin, to have been created or begotten. But now

that it exists, it is regarded as an absolute unit,

shar})ly cut out from the mystery of being, and in-

capable of generalization into any manifestation of a

universal substance. Yet, as I have endeavoured to

explain,
+ tliis sense of individuality belongs entirely

to the phenomenal world, and is quite incajiablc of

sustaining any sucli inferences. E([ually with all

p]ien<jniena it excites an unconijuerable })redisposition

to recoi^nize the manifestation of eternal bein^j. But

concerning itself it tells us nothing, except its relations,

of co-existence or succesnion, to other phenomena; an<l

this it does only in answer to patient observation and

cnipiiry. Farther, as previously urged, this plu-no-

menal individuality is realized witli any clearue.ss

* It is not iillii;,'t:tlier ii»coiici'iv;il)!c', thou^'li tiie time set'm.«<

ii'nu)t«\ that H piu'Huit of llje inati'iiiiiistic method (cf.
*' Mystcrv

of .\Iatler'') mav throw Home light on the suhject.

t '*

I'hilosoph) of I^Miorauce," p. 1);>.

•J I)



418 ESSAYS. V.

only as it were at the upper surface of life, where self

meets the outer world. But the dark background, on

which the images of reflection are thro^vn, melts away,

without any definite bound at all, into the mystery of

being, out of which our consciousness emerges. Both

sets of experiences have their part in the education of

our race,
—those which contrast self with the outer

world, and those which show the inner world as the

vestibule of eternal being. But these last are specially

concerned with the history of religion, and attain a

culminating power in Christianity.

Pantheism, regarding all things as the phenomenal
manifestation of God, is clearly consistent wdth the

thought that in man such manifestations produce the

phenomena of self-consciousness. And though this

self-consciousness does not necessarily know itself to

be divine, such a perception may easily be conceived

as a stage of experience attainable in the course of

phenomenal evolution. "We all," says the apostle,
"
beholding as in a mirror the glory of the Lord, are

changed from glory to glory as by the Spirit of the

Lord."* The words are wonderfully applicable to the

whole history of man. For in the world, as in a

splendid mirror, we see a procession of images sug-

gesting an eternal beauty and power from which they

flow. But when we consider our oaati life, we find

that we ourselves are dreams, changing from moment

to moment of admiration or terror, joy or fear, in the

* 2 Coriiithiaus iii. 18.
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waves of the same Light that makes the miiTored

scene. That which shines without shines inwardly
too. The knowledge, feeling, desire, and self-control,

into which we grow, come to us inwardly by the power
of the same endless life that shows itself in the vision

of creation. And so long as we bear in mind, that any
notion ofdivine "plan" or "purpose" is necessitated only

by the impossibility of our seeing the universe as an

eternal whole; so long as we remember, that only U^

finite contemplation does phenomenal succession exist:

we may very well see in the history <^f man an inspir-

ation always raising him towards the consciousness of

God as all in all. But it may be said that, on such a

theory, the word inspiration can have no distinctive

meaning; for, since all things are of God, it cannot be

maintained that any thoughts are specially Divin»j.

This objection demands a sliirht diirression.

Pantheism docs not mean that God is this or that.

but tliat he is All in all. And conversely we cannot,

and ought not to say, of a mountain or a tree, or even of

a good man, or of the stany heaven, that this is God.

For all of these are only fragmentary phenomenal
manifestations of God. "The foot cannot sav <>f the

hand '

I have no nee<l of tliee;'" but neitlu-r foot nor

hand can .say
"

I am the man." A wave of the hand,

a glance of tlie eye, may show the individual life; but

ot" neither, except in an o))vionsly metaphorical sense,

can \\<' say,
"
that is the n»an." So all creatuivs of tlie

]»henonieFjal world manifest God; but we have no
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right to say of any of them, this is God. The same

truth stated differently would perhaps be received

more readily. For let it only be granted, that general-

ization, carried far enough, brings us to one universal

substance, as the true entity supporting all phenomenal
existences. No one would then think of saying of a

table or a chair "
this is the universal substance." For

what we see is a special form and material, which dis-

tinguish these things from others. The unity underly-

ing these divergencies is not seen at first, but becomes

manifest on reflection. We then find that the true

mode of regarding special objects is, to consider them

as different manifestations of the universal substance.

But they are generalized according to what we do

not see, that is, their real being. And we have no

riglit whatever to give the generalized name to what

we do see
;
which is not true substance at all, considered

in its universality, but only a certain relation between

that substance and our faculties, under certain con-

ditions. This relative result we may call by the

name wood or iron, table or chair, as the case may be
;

but it is not true substance
;
for that is in itself un-

perceived and imperceptible. If, instead of the word

substance, we use the phrase absolute being, every one

would feel at once the absurdity of identifying this

with a tree, or a mountain, or a star. So, if we believe

that God is All in all, it does not in the least follow

tliat we are to call any phenomenal creature by the

name of God, or to identify Him with any of them, or
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with the sum of our observations. Mr. Tennyson

shows something more than even poetic insight when

he asks

" Is not the vision He—though he be not that which he seems?
"

and again, when he says

''

If we could see and hear, this vision,—wera it not He I
"

and again, in contemplation of a flower, in a passage

ah-eady more than once referred to
;

*'
If I could understand

What you are, root and all, and all in all,

I shoulil know what God and man is."'

For God is the All that is in all
;
or as it is sometimes

expressed, the One in the many. He is the fulness in

each thing, making it
" a part and proportion of one

wondrous whole." And so, no doubt, as our great poet

has expressed it, if we could know the "
all

"
of the

fl(nver, we slmuld know the All of the universe. But

God is not that whicli seems or is seen,—division,

distinction, separateness. These are relations, forms

of tliought which serve to manifest God. But they

are not God; for in the totality of things tliey vanish.

This gives us a Ncry real sense in wliich, while "all

things are of God," w<' may still recognize some things

as Diviner than others. For there are some things

wliich are to the human ludiolder idot[uently suggestive

of that divine All in whieli the universe is one. A
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London fog is undeniably a creature of God. But as

it chills, and darkens, and shuts us up, it neutralizes

the power of contemplation. On the other hand a

tender evening, when tinted clouds peep over the

smoke-grimed houses, expands the heart to conceive

the oneness of the world. The softness of the cloudlets,

high up in the luxury of their silence above the

roaring streets, seems to melt town and country into

one, in the blessing of the setting sun. In such a

contrast between fog and sunshine, we may, with clear

sio^nificance, call the latter more divine than the former.

W^iatever has most force to carry our thoughts beyond

what seems separate and limited, towards that eternal

Goodness which is the sum of all perfection, the All in

all,
—this will rightly seem to us specially divine. And

the suggestions springing from the contemplation of

such objects bring with them a sacred impulse of

inspiration. As already insisted, no separate object

should be identified with God
;
and on the other hand

God is equally the only substance of all. But in the

relations of our phenomenal consciousness to a pheno-

menal world, some objects are found to be more

sugofestive of God than others : and those we call more

divine.

It is involved in what has just been said, that the

same distinction may be drawn between thoughts that

arise in us, we know not how, amid the forces that

play upon us from an infinite realm. We are not God
;

and our thoughts cannot be the thoughts of God
;
for
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our minds are full of seeming separateness and finite-

ness. On the other hand God is in all our thoughts; for

he is the eternal Power that makes thought possible.

Still he cannot be identified with anything fijiite, and

therefore only seeming. But there are some thoughts

that flash like a light in a dark place, widening the

spaces about us. There are some thoughts which

strike us with a sense of [our own nothingness, and

of the grandeui' of the eternal Being in whom we

live and move. There are some thoughts which fii^e

us with holy resolve
; resolve, that fastens us to our

place in the "world, in loyalty to the universal Power

whom we would manifest in oiu' measure. All

such thoughts as these are rightly distinguished as

inspirations ;
and their records have made a bright

track through the history of the world. For such

thoughts, then, we may claim a special divinity. And

as they have awakened in humanity a sense of relation

to the Infinite
;
as they have kindled the desire for

some i)ractical expression of this sense
;
as they have

drawn men from the darkness of brute-life into the

"marvellous light" of communion with God; their

records constitute the history of religion. The general

course of evohition, api)arently followed, has been

Liidieated in the last essay. Tlie glimmering wonder

of original fetishism
;

tlie wider feeling, expressed in

nature-worship, of an omnipresent secret of Power; the

hi'dier consciousness, ])reakin;; forth in liistorical

j)rophetic religions, of the connection between this
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reverence for the Supreme Majesty, and all loyalty of

soul, need not again be insisted on. It is only needful,

perhaps, to reiterate again and again, that when once

the fiction of any infallible standard of truth is

abandoned, there can be no difficulty in o\vning the

reality of divine inspiration in every step of progress

from mere animalism to the consciousness of God as

Absolute Being. For when we have given up the

illusion that an}^ form of religion known to us is

absolutely true, we are prepared to find that nothing,

which can with any propriety be called a form of

religion at all, is absolutely false.

My point now is, that in Christianity man's con-

sciousness of relation to the Infinite substantially

abandoned the materialistic husks which had first

protected and then well-nigh stifled it
;
and that this

consciousness emerged as pure spiritual life, mainly

expressing itself in loyalty of soul to God
;
a feeling

which is at once the most comprehensive motive of

morality, and the som^ce of all sacred daring or peace.

We have seen * how this loyalty is the essence of that

faith, which, in the New Testament, is represented as

the germ of all righteousness. And it should be

remarked that the real ultimate object of this faith is

always the Divine Being. It is true that "faith

towards our Lord Jesus Chilist
"

is always insisted on

as indispensable. But this is because He is "the

brightness of the Father's glory, and the express image
* "Essential Nature of Religion," p. 302-310.
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of His person." That is, Christ is the mediate object

through whom our faith lays hold on God. St. Peter

appears to sum up the primitive doctrine on this

point, when he says that Christ "was manifest in

these last times for you, who by Him do believe in

God, that raised Him up from the dead, and gave Him

glory ;
that your faith and hope might be in God." *

The teaching of Christ himself also, on this subject,

seems to be gathered up in the final words of his

prayer in the fourth Gospel ;

"
I have declared unto

them Thy name, and will declare it : that the love

wherewith Thou hast loved me may be in them, and I

in them." In accordance with this, St. Paul treats

the faith of Abraham as absolutely identical with that

of Christians. For with steadfast loyalty of soul

Abraham was "strong in faith, giving glory to God."

This was "
imputed to him for righteousness;" and it is

similarly imputed to Christians because they "believe

on him that raised up Jesus our Lord from the dead." f

It is true, indeed, that here a certain opinion as to

the nature of Christ's resurrection is, so far as we

can judge by the language before us, treated as in-

separable from saving faith. Still, it is clearly not the

opinion, Ijut the hjyalty to God associated with it,

which is idt'iitilied with the faith of Abraham.
;J:

Whcr-

*
1 IVtLT i. 20, 21. t R.)inans iv. 24.

X lii Ixjtli till' ((.Tills of St. PaiiTs c(»in|>aiisoii there are t\vi»

elemeiitH, priinaiy and .secondary'. In Ahraiianirt case there ia

(1) loyalty to (lod, taking form in (2) a steadf.-ist e.xpectation (»f
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ever, then, the Lord Jesus is set forth as himself

the object of faith, the analogy of the New Testament

requires us to understand such expressions to point

to him, in virtue of his special divinity, as the mediate

object, through whom "our faith and hope may be in

God." Christianity, therefore, is not so inconsistent as

to set before us two distinct objects of supreme

loyalty ;
it gives us One only; the Eternal Power and

Goodness,
" in whom we live and move and have our

being."

the fulfilment of a promise. In the Christian's case there is (1)

loyalty to God, taking form in (2) steadfast belief that a certain

event has hajDpened. Now, the secondary elements are so

completely different, that there can hardly be any comparison
between them. Expectation about the contingencies of the

future, and opinion about the unalterable certainties of the

past, have surely little in common. Of course, there are those

who say that the common element is a reliance on the veracity

of the Most High. Thus God promised to give Abraham a son
;

and Abraham believed that He would do it. So the Divine

Being has told Christians that He raised Christ up from the

dead
;
and Christians believe that He has done it. But what

divine voice is it which in this case represents the recorded oracle

to Abraham ? Who among us has heard an utterance from heaven

declaring the fact, as Abraham is said to have heard the promise?

Will it be alleged that we are called upon to identify the truth

of human witnesses with the veracity of God ? In St. Paul's

most impassioned testimony to the resurrection, this is not his

view. "If Christ be not risen ice are found false

witnesses of God," (1 Cor. xv., 14, 15.) Surely common sense,

which is a very firm ally of faith, teaches us that, when instituting

the comparison in Romans iv., St. Paul was so filled with the

identity of the primary element in each case,, that he cared nothing

about the dissimilarity in the secondary elements involved.
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It will be understood, from what has been already

said concerning the grander aspects of creation, or

higher impulses of thought instinctively associated

with God, that a spiritual pantheism need not find

anything incongruous in the idea of Christ's special

divinity ;
or in the conception of a supreme manifes-

tation of God in him. For, as we say of scenes in

nature peculiarly suggestive of the all-embracing Life,

that they are divinely fair
;
and as we say of thoughts

instinct with moral grandem^, that they are divinely

great or good ;
so we must say of Him whose spiritual

majesty is enthroned for ever in the gateways of

eternity,
''

Truly this man was the Son of God." Nor

need there be here,—nor is there intentionally at

least,
—any forced use of language in a non-natural

sense, such as is always the sickly token of a decaying

faith. Undoubtedly the doctrine, here maintained, does

insist that all phases of real being are phases of God.

But once more we must remind ourselves that God is

not this or that phase of being ;
He is All in all. And

therefore those things are in a very clear sense

especially divine, which have most the power of

expanding our thouglits toward the infinite Unity of

the world
;
those things are especially divine, which

give us to feel our pei-sonality as a bubble on the

lx)S()m of a living ocean. But diviner still are

thoughts an<l words exciting in us a loyal recognition

of almitrhtv law, bin<lin^ us to our place in eternal

order. And surely, divinest of all is Ho who, interpret-



4-28 ^'^'S'.l YS.

ing law by love, teaches us to find blessedness and

peace, not in noisy self-assertion, but in a self-aban-

doning loyalty, that culminates in union and com-

munion with God. The outward power and harmony
often suggested in contemplations of the visible w^orld,

He brought bodily within the man, Not "lo here," nor

*'lo there," was his doctrine
;
but "The kingdom of God

is within you." \Yhat else is that "
power to become

the sons of God," so grandly claimed as the gift of

Christ, but the divinely-communicated self-control—
the faithfulness, which keeps a man inwardly and out-

w^ardly at peace with divine law, conscious of God not

only as the ruler of the universe, but as the essential

being of his own life ? What was the peace that

Christ could speak and breathe within himself, when

stepping over the threshold on the bitter path to the

cross ? Surely it was that sense of oneness wdth God,

which made loneliness impossible, even under the kiss

of Judas and the curse of Peter. What was that

victory with which he overcame the world ? Was it

not his witness to the truth,
—a witness borne not in

word only, but in deed and in life,
—that God is both

centre and circumference to the noblest humanity ? It

would be as presumptuous, as with the fragmentary

materials at command it would be certainly futile, to

educe from the recorded recollections of Christ's words

any ontological scheme of the world. And, when it is

borne in mind that those w^ords were mainly for the

weary and heavy-laden, for the neglected drudges of the
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commonwealth, for iTide, unquiet hearts that spurned

raljhinical prosing, it will appear unreasonaVjle to seek

in alternations of vivid picture and soothing melody

for any elaborated intellectual system. To the invet-

erate mistake of interpreting his metaphorical use of fa-

miliar objects as intended to propound theological

dogma, is due both the stolid superstition of the Romish

Mass, and the Calvinistic distortion of the gi'eat sacrifice

into the thinly-veiled blasphemy of a divine vindictive-

ness. But if "it is the Spirit that quickeneth;" if "the

flesh profiteth nothing;" if "the words that He spoke

are spirit and life;" then surely we must be riglit in

recognizing, as the germ of his divine mission, a

consciousness of God as subject, as the true essence of

liis being, such as made him feel at one with God in

love for the world, at one with God in self-sacrificing

patience under its sins, at one with God in triumph

over death.

Let there be no misunderstanding. I am not as-

sei'ting the impossible portent of an omniscient man,

wliich indeed is expressly disclaimed in the gospel.*

I am not insistin*-' on an intellectual life unnaturallv in-

congi-uous with preceding and surrounding influt'nces.f

It was his UK^ral elevation, it was his spiritual powt-r,

* Murk xiii. 3±

t I'liliapH if it couM be sliowii to be probable that Chri.st liad

any jiKsoeiutioiiH witli tlie JewiHli inystieiHin whieli inakeM nian's

easential \h''\\\<^ tlivine, a staitiu;(-|»oiiit would be given for a more

really rational life of Cimst than Iiuh ever yet been written.
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it was tlie shadowless purity of his devotion, his

universal spnpathy, his grasp of the burden of sin,

his limitless self-sacrifice, which made Christ the

Saviour of the world. And these attributes are

most consonant with such a consciousness of God as

would make the Divine Being the soui'ce of all

strength, the inspirer of all goodness, the sum of all

perfection. There is nothing in this at all inconsistent

with the reception, and transmutation into a spiritual

form, of Messianic traditions and hopes; nothing incon-

gruous with the position of
" an Israelite indeed, in

whom was no guile," and who felt his nation specially

commissioned, as indeed facts prove that it was, to main-

tain the spirituality of the Divine Nature. Neither is

there anything in such admissions as these in the

slightest degree inconsistent with Christ's headship of

a new humanity, to which God should be All in all.

For it is, after all, not in any laborious intellectual

efforts, but in a self-abandoning sense o£ nothingness

amid the sacred vastness of the Divine rule, that we

learn the most vi^dd realization of our relationship to

the Infinite. And inasmuch as the vivid sense of

God's universal kingdom, or of "an Eternal Power, not

ourselves, who makes for rio-hteousness
"
does more to

bless and ennoble mankind than any intellectual

achievement, we may well revere as the creator of a

new age, him through whose person men learned to

look to God as Father, Saviour and Judge. Nay more;

as a feeling of communion with God, that is, a con-
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sciousness of life in Him, and of the derivation of all

power from Him, opens to us the present realization of

an eternal life, the sum of all that is and ever was or

can be, we may well say with St. John,
" We know

that the Son of God is come, and hath given us an

understanding that we may know Him that is true;

and we are in Him that is true even in His Son, Jesus

Christ. This is the true God and eternal life."

It is confessedly difficult for any who feel their hearts

warm towards the spiritual glory of Christ, to put into

words the impression He makes upon them. For most

of the notes of human greatness seem weak, inappli-

cable, even incongruous when attributed to him. For

instance, individuality, which is so striking a charac-

teristic of all rightful kings of men, seems very inapt

in a description of the Person of Christ. That his

character and his powers do, on any interpretation,

stand alone in world-wide history, every one must

feel. But the loneliness is not that of individuality.

For this word is suggestive of some intense self-centred

fire. And it is rather the absence of this that makes

the gi'eatness of Christ so sacred. On the other hand,

were we to speak of his comprehensiveness, tliis also

would have a truth, but it would jar u[)on our sense

of liis is(jlation. Who tliiiiks of s])caking about the

intellect or tlie imagination of Clirist ? The last })er-

fection of consummate art, unconscious sinij)licity, is

tliere; and force of imagination is perha[)s never shown

more strikingly, than in the ])ourtrayal of things
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invisible, by pictures which avoid both the bathos of

particularity and the vagueness of abstraction. Yet

when we dwell on such things, we feel that our eyes

have lost, in curious speculations, the grandeur of the

object. I do not think that this is to be accounted

for altogether, if at all, by the halo with which re-

verence has surrounded the Lord. Indeed it may
lather be maintained, that the intangible and inde-

finable sublimity of the Person has itself generated

and maintained that halo. I am persuaded that any
candid student of such records as are left us, would

own, even though without the slightest sympathy for

theological subtleties, that to speak about the intellect,

or the imagination, or the organizing skill of Christ,

would be mere awkward pedantry. And though the

world was a little while back startled and enchanted

with a strikingly original view of the historical Man,

a view in which the design to found a kingdom, to-

gether with tlie legislative foresight displayed, occupied

a prominent position in a reverent and sympathetic

description ;
one can hardly help feeling that there was

something left out; and we miss precisely the attributes,

whatever they may be, which make the supremacy of

Christ in history so natural.

In an essay like the present, designed only to show

that the spirit of Christianity is not necessarily in-

congruous with the outlook of modern knowledge,

many subjects on which one is compelled to touch are

fe]t to be far too great for satisfactory treatment. But
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the remarks here made have, of course, no pretension to

finality or exhaustiveness. They deal only with the

impression received by devout minds, in contemplation

of the sacred Person, who has so wonderfully swayed
the history of two thousand years. And putting on

one side theosophic speculations, which constant associ-

ation has illegitimately identified with affections onl}^

formalized and stiffened by the alliance, I contend

that the one characteristic, which more than any other

impresses the mind and kindles the heart in the con-

templation of Christ, is his supreme consciousness of

God. Not his language only, but the tone of feeling

underlying it; not his recorded deeds only, but the

conception of life that animates them, implies a sense of

God as the very substance of his own being, and as far

more real than the tangible world. If, in the simplicity

of early years, he called the Infinite by a familiar name,

the name "
Father," that clung to his heart under

Pharisaic scorn, and in the agony of the cross; this

child-like daring had nothing in common with the

arrogance of fanatic hardihood. To him the pure

spiritual deity was so transcendently great, as to

silencu for ever intellectual aml)ition; yet so jKitheti-

Ciill}' near, as to justify and hallow to a glorious use

the tender elotjuence of affection. Not to strong-

winged imagination, but to purity of heart, was tlu'

vision of (jiod to be given.* Not by correct rea,soning,

but by riglit acti(»n, was the feeling of a divine fouud-

* Matt liew V. ^.
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ation to be attained.* Not by cowardly desertion of

the world, but by loyalty of soul in conflict against

evil, was the consciousness of God to be realized. + Not

by the wise and prudent, but by the poor and sorrowful,

would be best understood the rest of all thino-s in

infinite Love. J

Therefore, the name 'Father' uttered forth more of

God in the heart of Christ, than all the traditions of

ancient lore. And so far as the practical power of

religion is concerned, this word of his is everlastiiio-.

For, necessarily imperfect though the name be, reverence

expands it be3^ond all narrowing limits of an eartlily

association, while experience of divine grace keeps

the fulness of the practical power. And familiar as

the name is, by which Christ calls the divine presence

that shines through him and casts a halo around

him, surely there is nothing in the spirit of his

teachino: incongruous with the inscrutable awe, that

must for ever shroud the Infinite. The imperfect

memory of primitive disciples, and the precarious

means by which that memory seems to have been

preserved, may very well have admitted into the

Gospel narratives, phrases or strains of thought, ill

according with the general tendency of that great

ministry. But making allowance for this, the idea of

God which shines from the mirror of Christ's thoughts

is such, that while its suggestions of Divine sympathy
woo the trust of human need, its essential majesty shines

* Matthew vii. 21. t x. 18-20. t xi. 25-30.
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far beyond the reach of petty intellectual ambition.

"No man knoweth the Father, save the Son, and he to

whomsoever the Son will reveal him." But when

that secret is revealed, it proves to be no initiation into

gnostic mysteries. It is only the sense of Eternal

Goodness, in the filial heart which says, "even so Father,

for so it seemed good in thy sight." It may seem tt)

many only a wilful paradox ;
but it is only sober truth,

that Christ taught little if any theological dogma. He

accepted that consciousness of relation to the Infinite,

which he found existing in the minds of men. He in-

terpreted it by the unrivalled depth of his own

spiritual insight. He controverted and denied what

he knew to be not only erroneous, but base and

demoralizing. For the rest, his positive teaching

seems to have been addressed, not so much to the

intellect, as to the emotions and the will, apparently in

the confidence that loyalty of soul was the best anti-

se})tic against grovelling superstition.* And his

* Take for instance the Sermon on the Mount, wliich is surely

typical of Christa teaching. Here we find no attempt to de-

scril)e the Divine Nature or attributes as intellectual conception.s.

They are rather assunie<l, as a supreme glory kindling moral

a.spirations. (iod is the vision of the pure in heart, the Father of

peace-makers, the inspirer of good works, the source of mercies

that descend on the deserving and undeserving alike ; He is the

sum of all j)erfection, the object of all loyal desire, the hearer of

j)rayer, the rewarder of the humble and patient. Hut, uidess

such words aa " lead us not into temptation,' or "
every one that

asketh receiveth," be too literally construed, there is ab.solutely

nothing determining the relati(»n of (Jod to nature in such a
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testimony for God was not a contribution to rabbinical

tradition, but the power of a life in which God was

manner as necessarily to clash with modern knowledge. It may
be urged that at least God is conceived as a personal Being.
True

;
but in such a way as to be reconcileable with the idea that

He is also inconceivably more. The Power who ''makes the sun

to rise on the evil and the good, and sends the rain on the just

and on the unjust
"

is surely something more than personal. It is

just this invariable action, without accommodation to circum-

stances usually considered by personal will, which suggests many
of the dilhculties of modern religion. The same observation might
be made concerning Christ's comment on the destructioi:i of those on

whom the tower of Siloam fell. The light of God, which broods

about the discourses of Christ, is very bright and impressive ;

but, if we may so say, he never rounds it off into the definite orb

of dogma, considered by so many as essential to earnest devotion.

It is needless to say that there is no doctrine of the Trinity in

the Gospels ; as, indeed, it does not exist in the New Testament,

except as involved in a modus cogitandi, or economy of thought.
And it may fairly be questioned, how far Christ's assertions of

his own divinity,
—

which, without laying any stress on the fourth

gospel, we may believe to be real reminiscences of his language,
—

were intended to express more than his jorofound consciousness of

God as subject, or as the root of his life. Even in the ajDocalyptic

prophecies of his last days, and in the anomalous parable of Dives

and Lazarus, there is a marked reticence about the ineffable being of

God. For it is in the one case the Son of Man who sits as judge,

in the other Abraham who speaks,
—not the Almighty. It will

be obvious, however, that a discussion of the extent to which

popular conceptions were adopted either by the Great Teacher, or

by his immediate disciples, would lead us too far. If only every

dogma of infallibility be frankly surrendered, there can be no

difficulty in conceiving that Christ's consciousness of God had a

germinative spirituality, which could not fully manifest itself in

his day or his age.
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felt as the deeper Self. It seems, indeed, to be because

self was so lost in God, that the impression made upon
us by this divine manhood is like nothing else in

history. A man utterly without personal aims appears

an anomaly. But when the place of such personal

aims is taken by a sublime sense of divine purpose in

the world, he becomes a revelation. And such was

the case with Christ. A distinguished man once

ventured the assertion, that Marcus Antoninus was a

nobler ideal of human character than is the object of

Christian reverence. To which a professed Positivist

present replied, "he had never heard that Marcus

Antoninus ever conceived of saving a world by the

sacrifice of himself." The remark was just. It is

precisely the moral gi-andeur of the purpose, borne out

by the spiritual j)Ower directed to its achievement,

which puts the person and the work of Christ simply

beyond all rivalry; and assures us—if it were

necessary
—of the substantial reality of a character

impossi])le of invention. But this purpose, to save a

world by the sacrifice of himself, is surely traceable to

his profound consciousness of God as involving both

self and the world. I do not presume by these last

words to represent the Saviour of mankind as dis-

tinctly entertaining, or directly teaching, any pan-

theistic philosophy. His cnTisoiousiicss dwelt Ix'yond

the range of any mere philosophy ;
was too rich in the

possession nj" ( Idd to necul it. T only mean that he

who felt the Father dwelling in him, ami watched
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the Father tinting the lilies, feeding the ravens, send-

ing rain on the evil and the good, must have viewed

all things in the light of God
;
and that in spending

himself upon the moral elevation of the world, he was

as it were consciously dissolving self in God's glory.

How this purpose grew, many have endeavoured to

relate
;
and as many have failed. Let us be con-

tent with catchino' an illustrative moment in the

midst of the Gospel story, a moment rich in sugges-

tions of the past, and obviously pregnant with the

futiu'e.

Without descending to minute questions of criticism,

we may be satisfied to assume, that at the time de-

scribed by the eleventh chapter of St. Matthew's Gospel,

Christ's active ministry had encompassed Galilee, if

not Judeea. It was hio-h time that the frait of so

much devotion should be apparent. The country side

that so gladly heard his words, the towns blessed with

his deeds of love, might have been expected to raise

him up an army of supporters, by whose aid the life

of the nation should be lifted to a higher level. The

scribes were very zealous for the ancient Scriptures.

Surely they might be expected to recognize the living

Word of God. The Rabbis garnished the sepulchres

of the prophets, silent for so many centuries. Surely

they should rejoice at the revival of the prophetic

spirit once more. As yet they had given no sign,

except of alarm and repugnance. But Christ's dis-

ciples were scattered everywhere through the villages,
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proclaiming the good news; and all would yet be well.

John the Baptist, with the genuine insight of inspir-

ation, had acknowledged the work to be of God; and

the fact of his imprisonment might perhaps give more

solemn weight to the memory of his words. Alas ! at

that moment there came two disciples from the chained

prophet, with a question that must have fallen sadly

on the heart of Christ,
" Art thou He that should

come ? Or do we look for another ?" That there was

some disappointment at John's hesitation, or even

some tender condemnation, seems implied in one or

two words of the discourse that follows. But on the

other hand, this discourse, by the eulogium it pro-

nounces on the doubter, sets to us a notable example

of the generosity which ought to characterize the

Christian spirit. John might hesitate about Jesus;

but he was no mere " reed shaken witli the wind." He

might have been distinguished by an eccentric garb.

But he had far other titles to reverence.
" A prophet?

Yea, I say unto you, and more than a pr()i)het,"
—the

greatest auKjng all born of women yet; and still there

was a kingdom at hand, so glorious that its humblest

subject should be a mightier man. But did not John

know this kin<C(]()m was so near ? And how then

coulil ((tlnTs, iiilurior far, be ox]M'Cted to understand?

Sucii reflections may ])e imagined Lo have engendered

the mingled anger and sorrow lietraj'ed by following

words. The tlioughts of John's captivity, and perhaps

of his own inevitiible end, would seem to have led the
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Lord to dwell, with sadness, and some irony, on the

insensibility of a generation to which he and his

forerunner alike ministered. Surely in the depth

of that consciousness where God was enthroned,

Christ yearned to see of the travail of his soul.

And the results achieved must have seemed little

proportioned to the greatness of his passion. In

vain at his touch diseases fled; in vain by the music

of his voice demoniac madness was calmed,, or the

hearts of the poor gladdened with hope. For the joy

was but a fleetino- excitement, and the sin remained.

Still, in the s3aiagogue and streets of Capernaum, silly

gossip made his mighty grace only the last novelty

of curious t?Jk. Still, on the shore, by Chorazin and

Bethsaida, fishermen and buyers wrangled and cheated,

in oblivion of the kingdom of Heaven. Still the rabbis

shrugged their shoulders, or knitted their brows, or

turned pious eyes to heaven, in deprecation of unprece-

dented doctrines. And still the cloud of certain ruin,

hopeless demoralization, national overthrow, loomed

blacker and higher over the beloved land. Was it not

a childish mockery of judgment, for a generation in the

grasp of death to taunt one prophet for his gloom, and

the next for his sunny joy? Woe was at hand; and

woe must be threatened, even though fresh hostility

might be provoked. But despair, which always comes

from want of faith, could not touch a soul for whom self

was lost in God. All must be well; for all was in the

counsels of God. After all, they were mainly the rich
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and proud, who remained unblessed. For the poor

and afflicted, nay the publicans and harlots, and rude

and boisterous people, pressed into the kingdom of

God. The}^ indeed could do him no honour according

to the fashion of this world. Xot such were the fol-

lowers whom philosophers, rabbis or scribes had sought.

Not from such is the influence or authority to be gained,

which can by force compel the regeneration of society.

But he, whose deepest consciousness is a realization of

the power and the patience of eternal Love, can turn, not

with courage only, but with thankful joy, to face that

lowlier way of sacrifice, which is the divine law of

moral progress. The adherence of the worldly-wise,

of the might}^, or the nolile, would after all have ham-

pered with compromises, and defaced by cunning poHcy,

the purity of the ideal life he proclaimed. Better as

it is. "I thank thee, O Father, Lord of heaven and

earth," he cries, "that thou hast hid tliese things from

the wise and prudent, and hast revealed them unto

babes; even so. Father, for so it seemed good in thy

sight." There is here a recognition of a mystery in

his mission, not to be unravelled yet; and he plainly

feels within himself the presage of some universal

dominion. But let that come as the eternal counsels

may decree. His work lies now with those who i'ccl

their need; and ignoble though they seem, tliey are in

his eyes hallowed by the redeeming love of God.

*' Come unto me all ye that labour ami are heavy laden,

and 1 will give you rest. Take my yoke upon you.
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and learn of me; for I am meek and lowly in heart:

and ye shall find rest unto yonr sonls." But should

any one wonder at a meekness which asserts itself;

let him remember that it could only win by sympathy.

And one essential condition of sympathy was a recog-

nition of the difference between Christ's bearing toward

sinners, and the arrogant separation of the Pharisees.

It was as though, in his isolation, he deprecated any
error which could cut him off from souls in special

need of blessing.
" Will ye also go away ?" he seems

to ask. The great and the pow^erful may take their

own way.
"
They have their reward." But let not

the needy, or the suffering, or the oppressed be abashed

by the lofty ideal he upholds of the better life. He is

more at one with them than they can understand.

And in the very purity, from which they shrink, they

may find rest to their souls. In these words the Spirit

of the Saviour seems to look out upon us like some pic-

tured face, that follows us with pleading eyes wherever

we turn. The quietness they breathe steals over the

heart, like a blessed lull in the fevered struggle for

precedence; and for a moment we seem to know the

repose of heaven.

If we measure not by lapse of time, but by develop-

ment of purpose, this incident appears to stand half-

way between the one reminiscence preserved to us of

Christ's childhood, and the consummation on Calvary.

And without pretending now to detect any gTOwth of

purpose,
—a precarious attempt with materials so frag-
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mentary,
—we cannot be wrong in thinking, that the

early forgetfulness of everything in the mysterious

interest of the Heavenly Father's house, betokens the

same spirit which is here represented as resting, in self-

abandonment and cheerful acquiescence, on the coun-

sels of God. From this point to Calvary, the course is

divinely inevitable. For a life possessed by a conscious-

ness of God, so aggressive in its energy, and so utterly

incongruous with the stolid worldliness of the recog-

nized religious leaders, could have but one end. And

that end was the consummation of a life of sacrifice, in

which everything was postponed to the maintenance

and the propagation of the Saviour's own consciousness

of God. Thus with him the first motive was not " the

enthusiiism of humanity," but the love of God. Yet

there is nothing Uy justify us in supposing that theo-

logy, properly so called, ever formed the subject of his

tea€hin2r. God wfis to him an indwellincj life, an

inspiring sph-it, an atmosphere of love, the Eternal

Power, which is the author and sustainer of all law.

The one word *'

Father," which he habitually used in

preference to all n;imes of majesty, seems chosen for

the love, and care, and guidance, and comnuniion of

lieart, which it betokened, rather than for any theory it

miirht suLfirest as to the divine 'feneration of mankind.

Still, when its a.ssociati(^iis of familiar intercoui-se are

connected with that impression of an all-pervading

Presence, whieh is made upon us by Christ's language

concerning God, we are inevitably reminded of St.
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Paul's words concerning Him, whose "
offspring

" we

are; while, at the same time, ''in Him we live and

move and have onr beino-."

The spirit of primitive Christianity is surely best

learned by the study of Christ. But those who cling

in pathetic terror to the rotten dogma of infallibility,

must needs attempt to construct, out of the conflicting

records of the Church's early struggles, a complete

system of doctrine. When one remembers the glimpses

of entirely different systems of thought, which we

catch in the gospels, in the epistles of St. Paul, and

in those of St. John, it is as though, in view of. such

attempts, we were watching an unskilled antiquary

endeavourino- to combine into one consistent whole the

disjecta membra of several ancient statues, all belong-

ing to different types of beauty, but now irrecoverable

in their several completeness. To make one figure out

of them may be a triumph of ingenuity. But let not

antique art be blamed if the foot of Mercury is joined

to the leg of Hercules, or the arm of Yenus to the

hand of Mars. In the primitive age of the Church

fond memory and Messianic hopes, apocalyptic visions

and theosophic speculations, spiritual longing, and

curiosities of interpretation, conservative attachment to

the law, and the courage of spiritual freedom, all found

their special devotees; and generated more or less

distinct modes of thought about Christ
;
of which no

complete exposition any longer exists. But the

arbitrary conjunction of the Alexandrian Logos doc-
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trine "^ with the childlike freshness of the older gospels,—or the notion that the Sermon on the Mount is in-

complete, unless supplemented by the Epistle to the

Romans,—not only fails to restore the supposed intel-

lectual harmony of primitive Christian doctrine, but

in tlie very endeavour to reconstruct one primitive type

of articulate creed, betrays a total misinterpretation of

the materials at hand. These materials are not merely

insufficient for the purpose ;
but they suggest that the

purpose itself involves an utterly erroneous assumption

concerning Christian origins. For they lead us rather

to the belief that the primitive unity was not one of

opinion, but of spirit and life. It was " the mind of

Christ,"
"
the spirit of Christ," which constituted the

true germ of the Cliurch. And this essential spirit

sliowed itself, from the first, in a variety of forms,

occasioned by local or individual peculiarities, and

incapable of amalgamation into one consistent system
of thought. If we w^ould understand primitive

Christianity, we must insist upon the very fullest

signiiicance of St. Pauls words "the Lord is the

spirit." t That amazing life of Christ, which

we have identified with thi,* consciousness of God,

* I ;im far from tleiiying tlie Johaiiiiine origin of the Fourth

Gospel in this sense, that it is some P^phesian disci
j)It*"8

account

r)f John's teachiu''. lint even thou<'h it were written by Jolin

liiinself, the attempt to force it into harmony witli the Kvnoptical

gospels can only result in incongruity.

t 2 Cor. iii.—Not "that Spirit
"
as in llu' ;iiit!i(iri/.i' I vi-rsion,

which is certainly an incorrect reailing.
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achieved through the sacrifice of the cross a power,

such as it never could have wielded from the throne

of the Csesars. I cannot doubt that in some mode

inexplicable to me, his more immediate followers had

so vivid an impression of his appearance to them after

his death, that they firml}^ believed his body to have

risen from the grave. Nay, in the case of St. Paul, we

have distinct historical proof of such an appearance ;

and this is related by the Apostle in such a manner,

as plainly to imply similar appearances to the eleven,

and indeed to many others. I care not in the least

whether of the epithets, natural or supernatural, be

applied to such experiences. If the fact is proved,

this also is proved, that it must fall within the divine

order of the world. Nor do I seek to urge my opinion

upon others. I only take my own way in the develop-

ment of thoughts, which, however weak, have at least

a wider aim than the establishment of any opinion,

—that, namely, of maintaining the possible, nay, inevi-

table survival of the Christian spirit, through an almost

fundamental revolution in all our theological notions.

Let me assume, for clearness' sake, that the apostles

had by some divine illumination so vivid an impression

of the occasional presence of their risen Lord, as to be

thrilled to the very core of their iiearts with the

assurance of his eternal life. Then this experience

made possible such a transfusion of his spirit into

theirs, as was never known in the history of any great

spiritual teacher and his school. If any one prefers to
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think that the stupendous power of Christ's personal

life itself ensured some such experience among his

disciples, I shall not care to argue the point ; though

the explanation would hardly apply to the one most

indisputahle instance, that of St. Paul. But even if it

were so, I should urge that, apart from the re-action of

such an experience as leaves its traces in the records

of the resurrection, it is inconceivable that the personal

power of Cln'ist should have been for them the omni-

potent and deathless inspiration which it was.

Be that as it may, they had seen the risen Lord.

And now they were assured that the life they had

known, so grand and tender, so strange and so homely,

so distant, yet so near, was the very life of God in tlie

soul of man. It was not dead
;

it could not die
;

it

was enthroned at the right hand of the majesty on

high ;
and though but now despised and rejected of

men, it liad become the measure and tlie administration

of eternal ju«lgment.
" Let all the house of Israel

know assuredly tliat G(jd hath made both Lord and

(.'hrist that same Jesus, whom ye have cruciHed."

Then wliat i)reternatural horror seemed to gatlier

lound the memory of Calvary, and what a divine

>pl»'ii(l()ur to break atliwait the gloom ! W'liat a death

was tliat, for sacred holiness and longing love to die,

amidst tlic lutwlings of a (l(,'ni»iiiiac niob ! ( ) piodigioiis

linden of mysterious woe, tliat l>owed to death thr

sin>erhuman might, unrecognized till enthronetl in

iieaven ! O diead secret of divine patience and
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measureless human sacrifice !

"
Him, being delivered

by the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of

God, ye have taken, and by the hands of the wicked,

have crucified and slain." "Ye denied the Holy

One and the Just, and desired a murderer to be

granted unto you ;
and ye killed the Prince of Life,

whom God hath raised from the dead !

" What wonder

if, when smitten with words like these from lips that

burned with sacred passion, and when awed by the

light which shone in eyes that had seen the vision of

the Lord, the sinners of Jerusalem trembled and

quailed! What wonder, if "they were pricked in

their heart," and cried in agony of spirit,
" Men and

brethren, what shall we do V And when their hearts

yielded to the command "repent," and their stricken

souls went forth in loyalty to the divine messenger

they had rejected, how blessed was the calm that stole

over their troubled consciences !

" Come unto me," He

had said,
"
all ye that labour and are heavy laden." But

at that time they would not come. Yet the crown of

thorns, and the nails and spear, and the anguish and

the shame had left unconquered, at the last, the con-

sciousness of peace in God, which made that Presence

diffuse divine repose. And now when they had slain

him, they found his love was deathless. His promise,
"
I will give you rest," if faint with distance, came

now Avafted from the unseen world, like the breath of a

laro-er and diviner life. To those who remembered his

words on earth, many a strange utterance, that then
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had seeuied, as it dropped into unsympathetic hearts,

hard, strange, and meaningless, now unfolded the

perfect flower of a supernatural wisdom.

"Blessed are the looor in spirit; for theirs is the

kingdom of heaven.''
"
Blessed, are they which are

jyersecuted for righteousness' sake; for theirs is the

kingdom of heaven." "He that loveth his life shall

lose it; aiul he that ha.teth his life in this tvorld shall

keep it unto life eternal." "Last of all he sent unto

them his son, saying, they ivill reverence my son. But

when the husbandmen savj the son they said among
themselves,

' This is the heir ; come, let us kill him, and

let iLS seize on his inheritance.'
"

"Did. ye never read,

in the Scriptures, 'The stone tvhich the hailders re-

jected: the same is become the head of the corner;

this is the Lord's doing, and it is majxellous in our

eyes ?
' "

What if the leaders of the people, the Pharisees and

Scribes, whose haughty bearing was such a contrast

to the brotherly synn)athies of the crucified prophet,

had misread the will of God, and in very deed had

murdered the promised Christ ? What if that had

come upon them, which was spoken l)y the prophets,

"I will Work a work in your days, which ye will

in nowis(i Ix'lieve though it be told you i" But

here were the followers of Jesus, manifestly endued

with power from on high; speaking witli a resistless

inspiration; testifying that their Lord was enthroiu'd

iu heaven, and wuuld come again to reign on eartho
2 F
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And they declared that no thought of vengeance was

in his heart; that the prayer for mercy to his mur-

derers, uttered with his dying lips, had become now a

divine message of pardon and redemption, to all who

believed on his name. Beyond the miraculous power
ever wielded by self-sacrifice, in proportion to its moral

greatness and to the fitness of its form to strike the

common heart, no preternatural wonder is needed to

account for the spiritual results that followed. That

the energy of the sacred passion, awakened on the

day of Pentecost, was specially divine, is here most

sincerely recognized. For this was a great moment

in the history of the world, a moment in which many
a stream of ancient inspiration and contemporary

feeling joined their forces with the mighty life of

Christ to beget a new era. And the power mani-

fested in that moment was specially divine, because it

so clearly tended to unity. Catholicity, the universal

consciousness of God: it was specially divine, be-

cause it substituted the worship of the heart for

that of the hands; specially divine, because it awoke

in the soul of humanity a sense of inward divine rule

answering to the grand order of the world without;

and in a word, because virtually, though not yet ap-

parently, it set the human feeling of relation to the

Infinite free from all accidents of formal expression,

and started it on a course of expansive growth, which,

all protests to the contrary notwithstanding, has
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proved itself, and will prove itself, potentially co-

extensive with every possibility of knowledge.

It is, of course, admitted that the Apostles and

the primitive Church very speedily had a more or less

articulated system of religious opinion, which was soon

hardened into creeds. Nay, it is undeniable that the

very first outburst of the spiritual life, engendered by
the love of Christ, was associated with undefined

imaginations of his supernatural being, and with

definite expectations of his return to reign. Still, the

power of that new life did not lie in the imaginations,

or the opinions, with which it was associated
;
but in

the repentance, in the self-contempt, in the earnest

aspiration, in the bright loyalty of soul,
—all of which

were engendered by the new aspect in which the

ministry arid the death of Christ were seen after

his departure from the world Whatever may be

thought of the historicid uutrustworthiness of the

earlier portion of the Book of Acts, in matters of

detail, the letters of St. Paul and all that is known

concerning the earliest Church unite to stamp as

highly probable the account, there given. us, of the

general tenor of the first Apostolic preaching. And

it would scciii to have consisted mainly in an im-

passioned contrast between the glorious attributes

of Christ, stamped with Cod's approval by his re-

appearance after death, and the shameful wrongs
inllicted upon him by the stolid perverseness of a
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sinful race.* It was this that pricked the hearts of

hearers, and touched them to the quick ;
so that they

repented with tears, or gnashed in rage, according to

their susceptibiUty or pride. It was this which, when

mercy was assured, shed abroad in their hearts the

love of God, whose infinite charity beamed from the

face of Jesus Christ. It was this sense of a divine

generosity, which opened the hearts of the primitive

Christians towards each other and towards all man-

kind. For, said they,
"
Beloved, if God so loved us we

ouo'ht also to love one another." It was this sense of

a love passing all human love, exhaustless in patience,

unwearied by rebellion, undimmed by insult, un-

conquered by death, that searched the hidden man

Avith a marvellous light, clarified all motives, burned

up all corruption, and fused all moral energies in that

strenuous loyalty to God which can transform itself

into all manly and womanly virtue. For, said they,
—

years no doubt before Paul said it,
—"

God, that com-

manded the light to shine out of darkness, hath shined

in our hearts, to give the lio-ht of the knowledo-e of the

glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ."

I know, indeed, that this sense of a superhuman love

derived a sort of discordant keenness from a foreboding

of dire wrath, from which it Avas believed to deliver

* Cf. Acts ii. 22-24, 36: iii. 13-18; iv. 8-12; v. 29-32; vii. 51-53.

ludeed the whole argiuneut of Steijhen, beiDg a uarrative of

Jewish opposition to the messengers of God, is a preparation for

this climax. See also, ix. 5; xiii. 26-31.
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them. Later Jewish anticipations of Messiah's glory,

amplifying the visions of Daniel, had painted on the

clouds of a melancholy future, portents of the terrible

mio-ht with which the Son of man should crush the

rebellion of the world. Nor is it possible to doubt

that the Lord himself had impressed the consciences

of his hearers by pictures of a wrath to come
; though

to attriljute to him all the details of those pictures, as

handed down in the gospels, is as needless and unjusti-

fiable, as it is perhaps at times painful to the secret

hearts of all devout readers of the Bible. Certainly

the Apostles expected that "
this same Jesus," who had

been seen by them in manifest vision after his death,

would speedily come again in the clouds of heaven to

judge the quick and dead. But notwithstanding,

it is plain that their enthusiastic zeal was not of that

stern forbidding character which is hardened and

tempered by terror. They were "
gentle unto all men,

apt to teach
;

in meekness instructing those that

opposed themselves
;

"
or if at times thunder broke

from their lips, it was wakened by uncontrollable

indignation for the outrai^ed love of God. The

strengtli of their divine life was something entirely

ajKirt from all fierce images of wrath
;

it was faith in

Him \\\\() had " so hneil the woild as to give His only-

begotten Son."

It was im])ossil»le that emotions, such as those which

we have conceived to be aroused on the day of Pente-

cost, .should, especially amongst such a people, and in
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such a time, be unaccompanied by portents and signs

from heaven. When the heart is shaken, and the

brain reels with glorious excitement, there is little

wonder if houses should be felt to tremble, or even the

earth to quake. When a holy fire runs from soul to

soul, imagination soon pictures it as a halo crowning
sacred heads. That in times of strono^ and blissful

passion, weak physical frames may be strengthened by
an inspired voice, or madness depart at the tone of

confident command, seems to be among the possibilities

of our mysterious constitution. Nor should we care, in

such things, to draw any hard-and-fast line between

what may, and what may not, have happened. What

really did happen, is a matter for historical enquiry,

not for religious instinct, to determine. And it is

perfectly safe to say that no possible issue of such an

enquiry can afiect, in any hostile sense, the position

which is maintained in these pages. For it is assumed

that the motive power of religious progress is action

through consciousness, by that Infinite Power, which

elsewhere acts beyond consciousness. If, then, it should

be proved that specially divine inspirations have been

accompanied by deeds or events not to be accounted

for by any known laws, it will only be established

that laws beyond our ken are part of the order of the

world, and only rarely come into view in association

with religious excitement. Or if, on the other hand,

it should be finally established that all apparently

abnormal circumstances, called miraculous, have been
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the effect of imagination, or the exaggerations of

tradition
;
what is proved is, not the illusiveness of

religion as springing from our consciousness of

relation to the Infinite,—for this religion, Loth in the

past and in the present, is an essential element among
the forces that make us men—but what is proved is

simply this, that the manifestation of the Infinite in

the laws of the universe as we know them has, in fact,

been sufficient to bring us to our present consciousness

of God and hold on eternal life. For the purpose of

this argument, then, I care not whether the Apostolic

miracles and visions were the pure effect of imagination,

or the fruit of tradition, or both combined. All I

contend for is, that the excitement which, in the Apos-

tolic age, undoubtedly was caused by the expectation,

or the imagination, or the recital of wonders, was not

the orii,nn of evan^jelical zeal, nor was it ever suffered

to disturV> the simple aims of Christian love. AMiatever

may have been the origin of the miraculous story

related concerning the liealing of the lame man by
Peter anil .Julin at the Beautiful gate of the Tem}tle,

it is clear that, in the memory of the Church, the

excitement attendant on the wonder did not for one

moment distract attention from "the <^lorv of God

in the face of Jesus Christ."
"

^ <• dmicMl the ll<»ly one

and tl»c Just," tlic licak-rs cry, "and dcsintl a murderer

to be granted unto you ;
and killed the Prince of

I/ife,* whom(iod liatli raised from the dead." There

*^
Ap\rjyov r>)«> ^wtJs'

— diu" <>f tlif f^nuidcst iiaint's in tho Now
Testamuut.



456 ASSAYS. V.

is no self-gratulation, no pride in occult powers, per-

ceptible here or elsewhere; it is abundance of life

through the crucified Jesus, wealth of divine mercy

through a rejected Messiah, that gives to such wonders

all their value."^

The early association of regenerative grace with the

emotions produced by the contrast between Christ's

glorious attributes and his ignominious death, was

strengthened by the memory of his own words, which,

as penitents would soon be reminded, contained many

forebodings of the cross as the end of his earthly

career, and the commencement of his heavenly power.

And such an association could not long be the subject

of thought, without suggesting more or less formal

theories to account for it. As the earthly circum-

stances of Calvary's dread tragedy became more and

more veiled by distance of time as well as by reveren-

tial awe, it was most natural that minds accustomed

to Jewish ceremonies of worship should find, in Christ's

supreme act of devotion to God's will, some transcen-

dental analogy to the sacrifices of the Temple. But

such a comparison was probably of a slower growth
than is usually supposed. If, indeed, we may believe

that John the Baptist gave to the Lord the pathetic

title of "the Lamb of God," the analogy had been

* How sensible and manly is St. Paul's treatment of these

strange experiences ! Cf. 1 Cor. xii., xiii. The subject is well

treated by the late Isaac Taylor, in his " Restoration of Belief/'

though his inferences can hardly be maintained.



V. CHRISTIAN PANTHEISM. 457

already suggested before it was fulfillt'd. But if the

book of Acts represents fairly the general tenour of

earliest Apostolic preaching, it does not appear that

such an analogy was ever urged on those who were

first moved to repentance by the preaching of the

Gospel. Even St. Paul, in his earliest experiences of

divine grace, had not, so far as we learn, any thought

whatever of the death of Christ as a propitiatory or

vicarious sacrifice. The spiritual arrow that went to

his heart was the question from heaven "Why per-

secutest thou me ?

"
His tremljling astonishment was

caused, not by any thought of an awful price paid to

redeem his guilty soul, although afterwards such an

emblem naturally occurred to him
;
but by the con-

viction that in his self-confident arroi^ance he had been

fi'ditiuLT a^rainst the love of God. Afterwards, when

struggling for language adequate to express the

emotions that he felt, and the larger meaning given to

the religious aspirations of his race, he fell into the

way of treating the death of Christ as a divinely

appointed ])ro[)itiatiou for sin. lUit he never worked

out the analogy with the particularity found in the

Epistle to the Hebrews. And nowherci in the New
Testament is there any justification for the later

Christian theory, that ( 'hi-ist sutl'ered the punishment
due to human guilt, or otlcred a "perfect sacrifice

"
as

the An<dieau ( 'hur«-]i has it,
"
to reconcile his Father

to us." No doubt tlu' word propitiation, if logically

interpreted, would involve such an idea
;

l>ut it never
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was logically interpreted by Apostolic writers. They
loved to see the visions of the prophets, and the ritual

ofthe temple, fulfilled in Christ. But the}^ never suffered

this train of thought to disturb or distract the simple

adoration, with which they celebrated and proclaimed

the free and undeserved love of God to a sinful race.

It is true that St. Paul uses expressions, which, on the

theory of his infallibility, would go as far to justify one

set of theologians, as other expressions would, on the

same theory, to j ustify their opponents. It is true, that

in his eager wonder at the divine paradox of a crucified

Messiah, he declares that Christ became a curse for us;

and that God " hath made him to be sin for us who

knew no sin." But the sympathetic heart, that is

borne along the torrent of passion preceding these

latter words, must feel that the Apostle had in his heart

onl}'' one feeling of amazement, and joy, and triumph,

in the love of God to sinful men. Sneering critics had

said he was beside himself Be it so, he replied,
" whether we be beside ourselves, it is to God

;
or

whether we be sober
"

it is an effort of self-control for

the sake of othei's. For we are carried beyond our-

selves
;

" the love of Christ constraineth us," because we

thus judge, that if one died for all,
—why, then all are

dead
; they have no right at all any more to live to

themselves. If a man is in Christ, he is in a new

world, in which all thinos are seen to be of God. In-

deed, this is the sum and substance, heart and soul of

our messaoje ;
that " God was in Chiist reconciling^ the
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world unto himself, not imputing their trespasses unto

them. Now, then, we are ambassadors for Christ, as

though God did beseech you by us
;
we pray j^ou in

Christ's stead be ye reconciled to God !

" How the

man's living heart seems to throb beside us as we read

these words ! What a grand new life it must have

been, to break out of musty rabbinism into such a

realization of Almighty Love !

Now this was the secret of primitive Christianity.

It was not a doctrine, but a life. It was not a theory

of the world, but a new, fuller, sweeter sense of relation

to the Infinite God. The doctrines that it taught, and

the theories it propounded, were for the most part ex-

pedients of expression, modes of tliought, devised for

the convenience of modes of feelinj?. And this is con-

firmed by the reflection, that so very large a part of

Christ's own teaching was aimed at the destruction of

narrowing and perverting doctrines, rather than at the

establishment of any new creed. Men were not to

interpret the Creator by their factious hostilities; not

to suj)pose that He would hear for tlieir mucli speaking;

not to think tliat they cuuld circumvent His eternal

laws with their petty casuistry. Thus the Lord })roke

down on every side tlie ])arriers wliicli ()[)pres.sed men's

sense of iiifinib; goodness and ])ower. The name

"Father" puiiiLed Lliu trauk l)y which the heart and

conscience cnuld soonest re.'ieli the Shechiiiali. An<l

the sacrifice ofl'liiist, l»y tlie vision wliieh it gave of

perfect union with the divine will, and by the thoughts
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it stirred of supreme goodness bearing human sin with

endless patience, gave to man's consciousness of rela-

tion to the Infinite a brightness, keenness and purity,

such as it had never known before.

But did Christ explain God to men ? Was it any

pai-t of his mission to make Absolute Being compre-

hensible to finite minds ? Did he give any meta-

physical formulas of religious belief, or say thus, and

thus only, shall the Infinite be conceived ? The answer

is inevitable, that he had not a word to say about the

Absolute or the Infinite as such. So far as we can

judge, he never spoke of the Divine Being from an

ontological point of view at all
;
unless indeed we re-

gard in this light some utterances recorded in the

fourth gospel; and these seem fairly suggestive of

spiritual pantheism."^ The Great Teacher appears

rather to have recoo-nized the consciousness of God

in its practical aspect, as an ultimate fact in human

nature. And if we may venture to interpret his

design in modern modes of thought, we may say that

his aim was so to clarif}^ this eye of the soul, as to

enable it to see, in the rule of God, the evolution of

ideal goodness. But if it be asked, what was the

standard of this goodness ?
—the answer must be, har-

* John xvii. 21, &c. The words "God is a Spirit" (iv. 24)

may be interpreted as ontological ;
but keeping the mysteiy of

matter in view, we shall not see anything in them inconsistent

with pantheism.
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mony with the nature and the will of God, which are

of course the same thing seen through different modes

of human thought. And if it be farther asked, how

do we know what is in harmony with the natui-e and

the will of God i
—that question is answered, in modern

times, by a reference to the manifestations of universal

order, physical and moral. This order we learn by obser-

vation; and interpret by divinely implanted predisposi-

tions. Invariable sequence, under the same conditions,

is an outward ffict. The approving sense of order is

a subjective element, roused to consciousness by that

outward fact. And so all through the realm of law,

even when poison kills and fire burns what we love or

prize, we have an instinctive tendency, which grows
in strength by extended observation, to recognize with

consenting approval the reign of order, although under

the special conditions the innnediate etiects are painful.

But the one initial postulate of morals,—that we are

bound to conform ourselves to the divine order of the

world, and to sacrifice pleasure, profit, life itself if

necessary for the working out of that order into

higher forms of human society,
—can be estiiblished

by no induction, unless indeed it were drawn from a

godlike contem})lation of eternity. This postulate is

a universally insj)ir»'<l pre<lisposition, inlicrent in the

veiy nature of man. Its binding force may nuvor be

realized, apart from tlie exciting influence of outward

circumstances. J5ut wlicn it is realized, tliere is al-

ways felt to be more in it than could ever have been
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given by outward circumstance; a strength that springs

from an awful sense of alleg^iance due to infinite Power.CD

And the objects of contemplation, which most vividly

excite this inward predisposition, are not scenes of

nature's beauty or terror, but the noble deeds of our

own kind who forget themselves in a mission of bene-

volence or truth. It is from this point of view that

the world owes most to Jesus Christ. And this is a

debt the sense of which is never lessened, nor the

gratitude it inspires ever dimmed, by any transference

of the standard of goodness from ancient authority to

the observed order of the world.

In the days of Christ, the mode in wdiich standards

of goodness are formed by experience was not under-

stood; and the Universe was a vision of which not

many felt the real grandeur. He, indeed, with divinely

illumined insight, saw everywhere in the fairness of

creation analogies to spiritual beauty; and his parables

should have for us now greater fulness of meaning than

ever. The lilies of the field and the fowls of the air

spoke to him of a living order, that betokened the

fatherly providence of God. But the hour was not

yet come for the widest application of teaching such

as that. He could not point his hearers to the scroll

that is now unrolled before the wondering eyes of

men by modern discovery, and which is inscribed

within and without in words of unbending but bene-

ficent law. It was not his mission to draw from a

wealthy chaos of long accumulated facts, the principles
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underlying national order and social content. Yet it

is very noteworthy, that he refused to appeal to the

arbitrary standard of ancient tradition. For he spoke

out of the fulness of his own life,
"
as one having

authority, and not as the scribes." He assumed cer-

tain results of experience, without distinction as to

their source. And he appealed to the interpretation

which must be put upon them by predispositions

nearly allied to the consciousness of God, "
Why,

even of yourselves," he asked, "judge ye not that

which is right ?" In this way he sought to excite in

his hearers aspirations after a higher righteousness

than pharisaic observance of traditional rules. They

knew, by lessons received in childhood, that it was

wrong to commit murder; but he was sure that the

interpretati(jn of conscience would find involved here

a higher law against unreasonable anger.* They were

familiar with distinctions drawn between a bare

promise and a solemn oath
;
and they knew the

inconvenience of uncertain dependence upon their

neighbour's word. But he was assured, that the in-

terpretation (jf conscience would tind in such ex-

periences the suggestion of a purer ideal of speech,

accordintr to wliicli oatlis sliould be needless, because

every word was sacred. f So, using the materials at

his command, and strong in his own supreme con-

sciousness of God, he endeavoured to clear the inward

eye, that it miglit see in the divine rule the working

MaHhew V. 21. t v. 33.
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out of an ideal goodness. Yet, after all, his dearest

blessing to the world was theamazing impulse he gave to

the human sense of glory in unreserved loyalty to God.

He had a work to do, and it was his meat and drink

to do it. He had a mission to fulfil in wakenino; man
to a diviner life of reconciliation with God, and no

feeling of personal aims for a moment conflicted with

its discharge. A self-less man, a shadowless portent,

he trod the highwa}^ of uncompromising righteous-

ness, and found the cross, at the end, the throne of a

universal dominion.

In all this, I repeat, there is nothing to identif}^ the

Saviour's regenerative power with any propositions

of metaph3^sical theology, nor with any ontological

theories of the universe that can possibly clash with

the certainties of phvsical knowledo-e. If. indeed, we
were bound to accept as infallible the apostolic inter-

pretations of his nature and work, the case would be

hopeless ; though, as we have seen, the spirit of their

teaching is suggestive of an expansive divine life,

capable of endless growth. But with the dogma of

infallibility I do not concern myself at all. It may
be still popular. But as a baiTier in the progTess of

thought it is so riddled through, that it survives—
like Temple Bar—only as a foolish anachronism.

And when once the infallibility of the Scriptures is

frankly abandoned, there is nothing to prevent such

an interpretation of Christian origins as shall preserve

the true substantial meaning of inspiration, grace,
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consciousness of God, and divine communion, while at

the same time it is inviolable under any possible

revolutions in philosophy, science, or historical criti-

cism. Such an interpretation we obtain, when we

regard the Christian revelation as the concentration of

all the forces of sjnritual growth which tended to

bring out man's conscious relation to the Infinite

in the form of a practical loyalty, exhibited in worship
and in deeds, to the Supreme Power manifest in the

order of the world. When that result was once

established, the way was opened for farther religious

development, in accordance with our increased know-

ledge of nature, both in man and in the world. For

whatever new truth is discovered, the vital spirit of

Christianity would teach us to conform ourselves

loyally to it, as a freshly seen manifestation of God.

Such an expansion in the intellectual forms of religion

is inevitable, and, in fact, has been to a considerable

extent realized
;
but it has been continually hampered

by the false assumption, that modes of representing

the Infinite, ado])ted in tlie first century as ex-

j)edients of thought, were final and infallible declara-

tions of absolute truth. When, however, these

ex])edients of thought are canilidly examined, it is

found lliat they mak«' no pretence of C(jnvTying

absolute trutli. Tnith they do express, which answers

to the needs ('f the heart. But the mystery of

Infinite I^)Wur far transcends tlie range of such

expressions, and remains the in.scrutable object of

2 (i
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speechless reverence. That God is to us what a

father is to a child, experience of life and of divine

grace shows, to the feelings of most, with resistless

conviction. But that this is not a full expression

of the Infinite, that God is immeasurably more, the

same experience, when enriched hy observation of the

world, incontestably proves. And not only so; but in

that immensity which outranges the expression, we

cannot deny that there is much that is incongruous

with the associations of human fatherhood. What

then ? Shall we give up the name ? No
;
for within

limits it is indisputably true to our experience ;
and

the loyalty which it engenders, fearless of ultimate

contradiction, trusts that what is more than fatherhood
.

is inconceivably better too.

So with the indefinite notion of a divine Trinity,

that hovers uncertainly on the pages of the New
Testament. It is scarcely so distinct as fully to

justify any of the creeds. But as an expedient of

thought it is so valuable still, that its abandonment

is very much to be deprecated. For, speaking

broadly, when we devoutly dwell on our conscious

relation to the Infinite, generic experience, the

result of long inheritance based on actual f\xcts, pre-

sents the Divine Being to our thoughts in a three-

fold aspect. We think of Him as the Father, the

source and substance of aU things, in whom we live

and move; we think of Him, more definitely, as

actuatino; and livins: throuo-h immortal humanity,
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and representatively in the God-consciousness of the

Man Christ Jesus
;
we think of Him as the mysterious

energy stin'ing in our hearts, convincing our uii-

worthiness, quickening aspiration, expanding sym-

pathy, and giving us to feel our ground in God's

eternal life. But these three are One, unthinkable in

division, and, though not to be realised in their unity,

ever, to our consciousness, passing into one another.

WTien such an economy of thought is interpreted as

implying three eternal Persons, it becomes insup-

portable. But apart from such a perversion it does

enable us, in our consciousness of relation to the

Infinite, to contemplate actual facts, as it were,

on their divine side. And thus regarded, there

can be no more rational, and no more compre-

hensive utterance of devotion, than the ancient

doxology of the Christian Churcli. The ascription of

glory to the Father, to the Son, and to the Holy

Ghost, is an outgoing of the heart in love and

reverence towards all aspects of being, which bring us

face to face with its One Eternal Life. And the

words declaring the Ijcginning, midst, and end to be

one, seem, as already reniarkcil, like an unL-on.scious

anticipation of the Sj)iritiial Pantheism which is the

inevitable goal of Christianity.

It wcMild nnwarrantablv oxt<*n<l an ossav alrea<lv too

prolix for its present shape, were 1 to attempt any

farther illustration of tlui mann»*r in which venerabK"

theological forms, reganltMl .is cxiM'dients of thought.
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are often useful aids to devotion. The same prin-

ciple is manifestly applicable to man}^ other original

materials of the creeds
;
and with this remark we must

leave that branch of the sulyect. We have already

seen how Christian experience, in some of its most

intensely spiritual forms, has shown a marked tendency

to pantheistic expression. And the only inconsistency

ftiirly chargeable upon the mystics, was their oblivion

of the incongruity, which we cannot but observe,

between their implied theory of man's relation to the

Infinite, and the authorities which they professed to

revere as finally binding. But by the suiTender of

both Protestant and Catholic dogmas of infallibility,

we gain a point of view, from which the pantheistic

suggestions of the widest generalizations, and the

original devout impulses of Christianity, seem not only

reconcileable, but actually at one. For as Christianity,

fairly interpreted, rests in the consciousness of God,

and seeks only to give force to that consciousness by

expedients of thought, so the pantheism to which

modern theories lead, makes no pretence of scientifically

defining the relation of man to the Infinite ; but

insisting only on the fact of one all-comprehensive

Substance and Power, leaves the facts of relisfious

experience to speak for themselves as to the practical

significance and expression of the God-consciousness.

As before urged, it is ridiculous to expect from

pantheism, what is never demanded from any other

form of religion, a satisfactory explanation of all the
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mysteries of being. Its claim is simply this, that as

it is the conclusion towards which the metaphysical

corollaries of physical research unmistakeably point,

so, if only man's consciousness of relationship to the

Infinite be allowed, it is perfectly consistent with all

the indubitable facts of religious history.

But the reader of these pages has been haunted by
the dread problem of evil, which the public Sphinx

always thrusts upon adventurous travellers in bye-

ways of thought, offering them an alternative scarcely

less terrible than that attributed to the Theban

monster. For amongst the indubitable facts of re-

ligious history, certainly none is more obtrusive, and

none more significant, than the sense of sin. And with

this is associated a conviction that grief and pain, that

misery in all its forms, is to a very large extent the

direct or indirect result of sin. Nay, farther, even

where suffering cannot be traced to any root of guilt,

there is a \kiry strong and natural tendency to regard

it as a conixruous element in the constitution of a

world where moral discipline, or redemption from sin

by suffering nobly V)orne, seems to present the ultimate

goal of evolution. But there is a veiy prevalent idea

that pantheism, so far from giving any satisfactory

account of evil, must neccss;n-ily ex|)lain it away; that

it must set at nought tin; convictions of conscience,

and tr<.'at the' whole moral nature of man a,s an

oriranized li<'. Yet it is difficult to see whv tliis .should

be the case with pantheism, more than with any otlier
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theory which makes the being and attributes of a

beneficent God to be the onlv eternal facts. It is

impossible, within the limits of the present essay, to

deal fuU}^ with a subject, which presents problems

hitherto insoluble by any theor^^ of life. All we may
attempt is to show, that in regard to the existence

of evil, pantheism does not labour under gTeater diffi-

culties than any other theory ;
while at the same time

it furnishes stronger ground for the faith that on the

scale of infinity all is well.

All religions alike, which do any justice to man's con-

sciousness of relation to the Infinite, regard Omnipotent
Goodness as the beginning and the end, the prime

cause, if not the ultimate ground and substance, of all

that is. But does goodness create evil ? Is there in

perfect Holiness, inhabiting eternity, any germ from

which sin could conceivably be evolved, without

casting back the shadow of its pollution on the name-

less splendour of creation's source ? Such questions are

never breathed in any religious mind without awaken-

ing- an indio'nant avaunt ! as thoug-h a fiend were

whispering at the ear. And most rightly so : for such

a repudiation is inspired by loyalty to some of the

most sacred predispositions implanted by God within

our souls. But if this is felt to be a legitimate defiance

of logic when we regard Omnipotent Goodness as the

First Cause of all things, why should it not be allowed

to those who identify Omnipotent Goodness with the

sum of all Being ? The truth is, that in regard to this



V. CHRISTIAN PANTHEISM. 471

question, as in regard to many others, practical habit

ignores insokible difficulties. It is only through the

startling suggestion of some other possible attitude of

mind, that such difficulties force themselves on our

attention
;
and then they are instantly associated with

the new proposal. I do not, of course, mean that

thoughtful upholders of ordinary theistic theories have

been insensible to the apparent incongruity between

their recognition of actual evil, and their insistance on

original eternal Goodness as the First Cause of all

things. But I do say that their constant association

of certain practical expedients of thought with their

own theory, does, as a matter of fact, lessen the

pressure of the problem of evil, in the contemplation of

the world from their adopted point of view. Farther,

I believe that when they try to realize the possibility

of any other theory, they drop these expedients of

thought; so that the prublem stands before them in

naked sternness. Yet the practical habit of mind, which

they adoj)t in c(jnsidering evil from their own point of

view, is not tlie exclusive privilo:]je of any particular

theory; but i^ a necessity of the spiritual life, not one

whit more incongruous with pantheism, than it is with

tlu' First Article of the Anglican Church. Nay, mure,

I may venture to suggest that sucli a practical economy
of thought is fa J- less obviously repugnant to a

]iantheistic generalization, than it is to onlinary

theology.

We need not care to discu.ss the more vuli/ar



472 ^SSA YS\

expedients adopted, to diminish the pressure of the

mystery by increasing the distance of its origin. And

yet a reference to one or two may serve to illustrate

the fallacy just mentioned. There have been millions,

and there are still myriads of simple minds, to whom
the most satisfactory expedient for dealing with the

problem of evil has been to trace it up to the Devil.

When asked how Satan fell, they probably answer,

through pride ;
and if it is farther enquired, how pride

could be suggested in a pure and happy world where

no thought of evil had ever before entered, they will

reply frankly enough, they do not know; and that

this is one of the mysteries about which they are

content to remain ignorant. Yet if, in the hearing of

these good people, any one should adventure a doubt as

to the real existence of Satan, they will ask with all

the naive sagacity of innocence,
" How then did evil

come into the world ?
" " Did not God make man

upright ?
"
they enquire ;

" And if so
;
how should he

ever have gone astray without some one to tempt him ?

The actual state of the world confutes you. If you do

away with Satan, you will have to explain away sin."

The fact is that the notion of a potent demon

whose fall is dateless, removes the difficulty to a

distance, and puts it out of sight. As old-fashioned

piano-tuners used to sweep all the inevitable discords

of an ordinary keyed instrument into one or tAvo

infrequently used scales, which they called
" the

wolf," so these people gather up all the infinitesimal
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difficulties of evil into one huge mystery, which they

call the Devil. And then any one, who deprives them

of such a resource, is most unreasonably called upon to

explain away human sin. But it is manifestly just as

much open to those, who deny the real existence of

Satan, to acknowledge the actual fact of human sin

without pretending to account fur it
;
as it is open to

believers in the Devil, to insist upon the hypotheti-

cal fact of his fall, without professing to explain

it. Nay, the former position is much more reasonable

than the other, because it confines itself to real ex-

perience.

Yet those who are accustomed to the constant associ-

ation of sin with Satanic agency, fall into the habit of

practically ignoring the difficulty, by removing it to

a convenient distance; and then they accuse, of creating

an insoluble mystery, those whose only crime is, that

they put the difficulty where candour requires us to

place it, among the facts of daily experience. In the

same way the story of the fall of man is treated by

those who still insist on the historical character of the

narrative in Genesis. If anv one calls attention to

the cleaily mythical elements of the legend, he

is instantly confronted with the depravity of man-

kind, and is aslvL'd how he accounts for it. ShuuKl

be modestly decline attem])ting to account for it

at all, while he acknowledges it as a serious fact

of experience, he is told that his j)osition is grossly

irrational; and jMih:i]»s
it is .scornfully added, that



474 ^>SX4 TS.

this is onl}^ a specimen of the puerile absurdities

into which intellectual pride inevitably falls. True,

these good people do not think that the magic trees

and the talking serpent do away with all mystery.

But the mystery involved here is by constant associ-

ation familiarized. It does not startle them with any

feeling of incongruity. On the contrary, when they
are saddened by the daily records of crime, or wounded

by the injustice of friends, they are accustomed to stop

reflection with the thoug^ht, that nothinir else is to be

expected from a fallen creature like man. It does not

occur to them that this solves nothing. It would

appear to them impious to suggest that the story of

childlike innocence beguiled by a malignant demon

beneath the eyes of a beneficent Power, who was at

that time working miracles every day, involves any
serious imputations on divine providence. But pro-

pose to them the theory of an evolution that knows

no Fall—that advances from the imperfect towards the

perfect, from the beast to the saint; and, compelled for

a moment to look beyond the bounds of a conventional

system, they will see difficulties which they never saw

before; and these difficulties they will charge their

interlocutor with creatino\

With certain differences, the relation of pantheism
to questions of sin and evil often becomes the subject

of similar fallacies. The main difference is this: that

whereas in the issues just noted, between a more con-

servative and a more advanced theology, it is impos-
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sible for the latter to give to the expedients of thought

adopted by the former anything more than a fanciful

and figurative sense; pantheism is able to adopt, with-

out any far-fetched interpretation, precisely the same

practical attitude towards sin, as that which is assumed

by the most intelligent advocates of ordinary theology.

Those who do not believe in a personal Devil, may un-

doubtedly use such a conception as an expedient of

thought, when they would think or speak strongly of

the active and apparently omnipresent influences of

sin. But tlie conce})tion is to them something very

different indeed from what it is to others; it becomes

a merely metaphorical impersonation. Much more

real is the use which the pantheist makes of the

expedients employed by thoughtful theologians in

tlieir treatment of sin. For, cOS we have urged, there

is no reason whatever in the pantheistic position,

why sin should not be recognized with quite c\s much

solemnity, and witli ([uite as earnest a desire for re-

demption. Its under any other theory. The opposite

assumption springs from just the sort of fallacy of

which illustrations have been giviMi. A practical

attitude is taken uj),
in whii-h the ultimate l)earing of

certain great dilliculties is ignored, while «»nly actual

facts are recognized; and this pnictical attitude be-

comes \)\ custom associated with a certain theological

theory. JJut now if another theory is stjirted, there

is no as.so(riation lictween this and th«' practical liabit

of retrardiuiT sin. TIk^ problem is therutbru seen in its
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undisguised difficulty ;
and this difficulty is attributed

to the suggested theory.

The first article of religion in the Book of Common

Prayer asserts, that "
there is but one living and true

God, everlasting, without body, parts, or passions ;
of

infinite power, wisdom, and goodness; the Maker and

Preserver of all thinofs, both visible and invisible."

Now, these words exclude, as plainly as it is possible

to do so, any original cause but One, by whom all

creatures, and of course all the possibilities and powers
involved in creature life, are produced, occasioned,- or

sustained. It is confessedly impossible to explain how

the existence of evil can be consistent with such a view

of the origin of the world. It is needless to perplex

ourselves with the subtleties of such a question. The

only point of interest for us is the position practically

assumed, in reference to the subject, by most ordinary

forms of religion. The ninth article tells us of a

"fault and corruption of the nature of every man,

that naturally is engendered of the offspring of Adam
;

whereby man is ver^^ far gone from original righteous-

ness, and is of his own nature inclined to evil." Here

there are tw^o expedients of thought, which are de-

signed apparently to arrest speculation, and to prescribe

a certain practical habit of mind. The one expedient

is the reference to Adam, which we may dismiss.

"Whatever construction may be put upon it by the

ingenuity of Broad Church clergymen, it is perfectly

clear that the article traces the beginning of human
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sin to a liistojical Adam, and damns us all for his fault.

Of such an expedient as that, no thought whicli is really

characteristic of the present age can make the slightest

use. The other and more practical expedient traces

evil to the man's own nature, and asserts that his per-

verse bent towards wrong is a proper subject of con-

demnation. There can be no dispute that this answers

to experience. We feel that evil thoughts and words

do as a matter of fact spring up within us, while, even

in tlie moment of yielding to them, we know that

they are damnable. But who can show the ultimate

consistency of this experience with the assertion of

tlie First Ai^ticle, that One of infinite power, wisdom,

and goodness, is the Maker and Preserver of all

things ? No theologian pretends to do it. What all

alike d(j is to make use of certain expedients of

thought, such as created will, moral responsibility,

secoiidaiy originating causes, and the like, all of which

have a }>ractical signiticaiice, while none of them c<in

be traced up to any conceivable relation of theoretic

congruity with " an infinite power, wisdom, and

goodness," "the Maker an<l Preserver of all things."

By the use of exjMMlients of thought, men conceal

from themselves any ontological questions as to the

n'lation of tho individual crcatun' will to th«* eternal

Energy, without wiiom nothing is stning, not even a

rel)ellious determination ;
and they picture a race of

sinners as holdini; tuwurd.s Clod that relation ••!" mixed

dependence and independence, which children bear
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towards a father. No matter that children can run

about by themselves, apart from their parents, while,

on the other hand, a man cannot breathe or move

without the sustaining energy of God. No matter that

parents can only speak to the ear, while God is said to

be All in all and through all. The conception is' found

to be a useful expedient of thought ;
and therefore it

is held fast.

Thus theologians associate with the idea of Infinite

Power and Benevolence, without whom nothinof can

exist, a certain practical habit of regarding sin as an evil

to be resisted and cured. But they do not trouble them-

selves with the strange reflection, that this same sin

must be a rebellion of creatures, who draw from the

Divine energy strength to resist Omnipotence, and

who live, and move, and breathe in a Being of infinite

goodness, while they are destroying themselves. Yet,

if instead of calling God "
Infinite Power, wisdom,

and goodness," "the Maker and Preserver of all

things," we caU Him Infinite Power, wisdom, and

goodness, the substance, and the sum of all things,—these same theolooians will tell us that we must

explain away sin, and deny the moral nature of

humanity. Our reply must be, that we do not feel

called upon to do anything of the kind. The difii-

culties that they see in our position exist equally

in their own; only, when they consider ours, they

drop those expedients of thought, which had beguiled

them into a. fori^^etfulness of ultimate issues. But
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those expedients are just as miicli available for us as

for them; and our critics are just as little capaljle as

we are of giving to such expedients a significance ulti-

mately congruous with their theory of the world. We
do not accept the pantheistic view because we dream

that it can give omniscience to mortal men, or bring

the infinite relations of finite facts within our cogniz-

ance. We accept it only because, while it introduces

no new difficulties, it lifts us for ever above the reach

of many that threaten the destruction of faith. We

accept it l)ecause any other idea of the Eternal is

rapidly becoming untenable; because the notion of a

creation out of nothing is intolerable
;
because anthro-

pomorphic views of Deity are too narrow, seem indeed

almost impious, now that our eyes are opened to the

])Oundless mairnificence of existence; because when we

come to tliink of it, it is self-evident; for that whicli

was in the beginning, which is now, and ever shall l)e,

must Ix) God. But l)ecause, in our largest interpreta-

tions of our conscious relation to the infinite, we bow to

commandin<r truth, it dcjcs not follow that in mattei*s

of daily experience, the ultimate l)earings of wliich we

cann«jt see, we should take leave (jf our common sense.

To us also, as well as to any theologians, it may be, in

the present state of our knowledge, a safe expedient to

refrain from tracing moral evil firtlier tlian the per-

verse will. At anv rate, we shall not endeavour to

explain away beaiuso we cannot explain. .1/* >/•<</ good

and evil nre, alter all, niore matters of pnirtieal recog-
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nition in the conscience, than of any philosophical

theory. For us that is most divine, which, like love

and truth, tends most to deepen our consciousness of

the unity of being. For us that is most evil which,

like hatred and lies, tends to freeze us up in self, and

to distract the world. But we may be well content to

recognise, in the conscientious distinction of right and

wrong, a special human susceptibility, given in the

course of evolution, to match man's intellectual outlook

with an inward sense of the holiness of universal life.

Be this as it may, we are no more called upon to

explain the mystery of evil, than are the believers in

an Omnipotence altogether severed from the world
;

which produced it from nothingness, and of design

made it such as to become what now it is. The whole

question therefore of sin and suftering may be relegated

to special discussion by those whom it may concern.

For the change, from belief in an Omnipotence en-

throned above the world to the recognition of the

Being who is All in all, involves no fresh difficulty

whatever.

Nay rather, if anything, it gives a greater fearless-

ness in condemning evil in man; because we are assured

that this is no work of any devil, nor any corollary of

an arbitrary constitution of creation. But so far as we

can form any conception of it at all, beyond the prac-

tical recognition of which I have spoken, we see in it

the reverse of what is divine, the subjective tendency

of the creature to isolate and hug himself in his frag-
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niontary life. As says the "Theologia Germanica;
"
as

indeed all say, thoug-h not always so boldly, who be-

lieve in Eternal God; evil is no positive existence.

Even the Devil, says our brave old monk, so far as he

exists at all is good; that is, so far as he has any true

being.
" No creature is contrary to God, or hateful or

grievous unto Him in so for as it liveth, knoweth, hath

power to do or produce ought, and so forth, for all this

is not contrary to God. That an evil spirit, or a man

is, liveth, and the like, is altogether good and of God;

for God is the Being of all that are, and the Life of

all that liv^e, and the Wisdom of all the wise
;
for ail

things have their being more truly in God than in

themselves; and also all tlieir powers, knowledge, life,

and the rest; for if it were not so, God would not be

all good."* But tliis total good is to our experience

so manifested in and by finite creatures, that the defect

of one is made up by the su[>erabundanee of another.

No creatures, that we see, ])recisely and perfectly fuUil

the ideal they suggest. But where one is less, another

is more than it sliould Ijc; and so no d()id)t the per-

fection (jf the Infinite, the All in all. may comprehend
millions of imperfections, which are lost and swallowed

up in the completeness of the whole. But such specu-

lations WW no (Essential part of the present e.ssay. This

only ])erhaps remains to be said: tliat the mystt*ry of

evil, wbi<h some materialists Ij.ivi; thought incon.sistent

with the assumption of an Ktriiul and I'nivei-sal Life.

*
'I'llfol. « M nil. C. iiU.
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is on the contrary fatal to any other interpretation of

the world. For we know how mechanical forces work.

They either combine smoothly, with a perfect result;

or if there be any want of harmony, and consequent

discord, the mischief goes on in an increasing ratio,

until disinteojration and dissolution follow. It al-

ways seems to me that if molecular mechanics could

build up a world, they must needs construct one in

which everything should work smoothly; or they could

not build at all. And if in their half-finished structure

any disorder should creep in, it could not possibly heal

itself It must go on increasing till chaos returned.

The very fact that things do not work smoothly, and

that instead of degenerating into deeper discord, they

produce higher harmonies in the progress of evolution,

seems proof demonstrative, that at the heart of the

world is something more than molecular mechanics.

Wherever healing power is, there is life. And so any

o-reat process of redemption is bright with the tokens

of a Living God.

What has been said of sin and evil may be repeated,

though more briefly, of immortality. Pantheism does

not re-open the question, but leaves it just where it

was, to be answered by the human sense of incon-

gruity between death and the consciousness of God;

between the actual realization of eternal life and any

possible annihilation. The mystery of matter—our

comparative ignorance of everything save our own

bri^dit spark of <3onsciousness—the appeal of strong
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predisposition to the loyalty of faith,
—and the ever-

growing human consciousness of human relation to

the Infinite, bear their testimony to men of all theo-

logies, and are certainly not weakened by pantheism.

Rather the reverse; for it seems as though this finite

consciousness were but a bubble filled with nothinor-

ness, which finds its true substance once again in a

return to its infinite source. Certainly the hope of

immortality does not depend upon the legitimacy of

conceiving God according to our own image. It rests

rather in the faith that however much the ultimate

constitution of the univ^erse transcends, it does not

contradict, human reascm. And inasmuch as the

highest reach of human achievement is still prophetic

of farther possil^ilities, absolute annihilation is felt

as an intolerable incongruity. Nay fartht/r, as true

beauty and constructive energy can never belong to

lies, it is impossible to think that a passion like the

longing for immoiiality, fruitful as it has been in all

heroic virtues and social weal, can be a hollow false-

hood or a foul trrowtli of superstition. Tho.sc ai/ain

who feel that the resun*ection of Chri-st, whatever

may have been its physic<d or metaphysical chamctor.

does ])rove the survival of ( 'Inist's ])rrsonal life in

higher funis, look upon him as the drlivorer of tliosL'

"
who, through fear of death, weie all their lifetime

sul)iect to bondajje." But there is not one of these

grounds of hop<',
—not even the last, if only it is lield as

a sublunary fact,
—which is not just us much open to
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pantheism as to any other form of religion. For pan-

theism is beyond the temptation of trying to distort

this or the other particular fact of experience or

memory. All it asserts is that the tendency of know-

ledge, on the whole, is against belief in a Creator

outside the world, and in favour of the identification

of Divinitv with the universe considered as One and

All. It may indeed be said that allowing no begin-

ning and no end, pantheism is bound to assert the pre-

existence, before this mortal life, of beings whom it

calls immortal. But this is true only of the eternal

ground of our phenomenal consciousness. It must

indeed be conceded, that the relation of this pheno-

menal personal life to the past and the future, beyond
the bounds of birth and death, is a mystery which no

straining of thought, nay, even no effort of faith, can

lessen. But when we remember that the one thing we

know most clearly is our own spark of consciousness,

while all else is known only as an array of limit-

ing forces, we may well urge that the vagueness of

this thought of pre-existence need take nothing from

the strength of conscious immortality. It limits the

power of prophetic anticipation ; nothing more. And

when we bear in mind how a Christian Apostle could

frame no expectation for the future other than con-

formity to the unknown and unimaginable glory of the

ascended Christ,"^ we should not repine if the larger life

* "
Brethren, we know uot what we shall be

;
but we know

that we shall be like him ; for we shall see him as he is." 1 John.
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beyond death remains a hope too gi-and for any eaiilily

form. I live; this I know. And all around me

is a Power, immeasurable, inscrutable; of which I

can only think, that it lives more grandly and might-

ily than I, folding me in its embrace, and making
a reverent feeling of my own nothingness the

supremest bliss. Whence I came I know not;

whither I go I cannot tell. But every moment of

true communion with the Infinite opens out eternit}'.

Whatever tenfold complicated change has happened or

may come; however far my sense of life may be trans-

fused through a now inconceivable ranifer however

strangely the bounds which now limit my personal

life may be broken through; however unimaginably

my consciousness of God may be enlarged; it is im-

possible that the more real can be merged in the less

real; and wliile material phenomena are but }»hantoms,

God Himself onlv is mure real than 1.

Our conclusion, therefore, is that wliile our know-

ledge of the phenomena whicli manifest the Intinit*-

yearly makes more ditHcult, and tlireatcns tt) make

impo.ssible, the notion uf Gud as one Being amongst

others, our frn)winLr recofrnition of flic oneness of tin-

universe, and, we must add. of its intinity, comjjels us

to identify Deity with that absohite existence wliieli

involves all in itself. The universe, wilh all its little

cycles of evolution, makes on us the impn^s.sion of

eternity. We can as httle conceive its ])irth as we

can imagine its death. The tlieory of an "
opifex
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deus/' repugnant to Cicero's friend, is more than ever

repulsive now. True reverence commands us to

silence, before the majesty of heaven and earth. That

our own life rests in eternal being, and is essentially

indestructible, we are strongly assured
;
but the per-

sonal form, which arises from phenomenal limitation

and separateness, we dare not attribute to that which

transcends definition, and is All in all. Failing of

theoretic certainty beyond the bounds of experience

and what it implies, we follow Positivism so far as to

rest in the actual facts of life. But leaving Positivism

behind, we maintain that facts have in them always

something of eternity. At least they rouse in us a

sense of relation to that, which is beyond all single

facts because it involves them all. For the conscience,

no sanction is great enough, unless it binds by the

sacredness of some eternal self-consistency. As an

object of devotion, nothing, which leaves outside it a

glory vaster than itself, can ever satisfy the soul. And
so we believe that the Infinite, Avhich is manifest in all

things, breathes in our hearts, with inspirations sug-

gestive of the unselfish life that lives only in the

common good. By such inspirations men have been

led on from the worship of dumb-founded wonder

touched with fear, to that consciousness of God as

deepest self and highest law, which is the very spirit

of Christ. And in obedience to such inspirations

swelled by voices of the past, interpreted by needs of

the present, we want no farther theory of God
;
but are
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satisfied with lovaltv to such laws as shine out dis-

tinctly from His inscrutable gi'andeur. Indeed,

Christian Pantheism is, properly speaking, no theory.

It results from the sacrifice of theolordeal do^nna

through an impulse of reverence. It is a simple

recognition of facts within and without, which engender
the sense of a universal eternal Life beyond our com-

prehension, and yet, in its laws and inspirations, the

oV)ject of supreme allegiance.

That such views should find much present acceptance

among those who most emphatically
"
profess and call

themselves Christians," is not to be expected. And
those upon whom the name sits conventionally, while,

in their calm ]»ursuit of exact knowledge, they behold

devotional fervour with unaffected wonder, will see

too many intellectufil shortcomings in the arguments
here advanced, to give them a second thought. But the

pioneers of tlie common Vii'v of the future are not always

the brilliant discoverers, nor thu intellectual leaders

of the ])resent age. These earn deserved gratitu<le by
the great principles they propound; but tliey have

often little knowledge of the common luinian nee<ls to

which those [ninciples have to be applied. They peer

so eagerly into s|)ecial ])oints of research, on wliidi

microscopic lenses and retlecte«i liglit.s can Ik* concen-

trated; tliat the sacred twilight, in which most human

life is passed, appears to them blank darkness. Yet it

is in tins twili«rht that over-ardiin;: infinity most

attracts the eye. l>ut there ai*c here and there,—tbey
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seem to be multiplying now,—those whom neither

arbitrary belief nor the hard electric glare of scientific

knowledge can satisfy. It is not superiority of intel-

lect, it is simply a determination to acknowledge mani-

fest facts, which separates them from the sympathies

of their more easily-satisfied fellow Christians. Being

readers, thouo-h not scholars, and havinof common

sense, though not linguistic knowledge, they cannot

understand why one rule of criticism should be applied

to the Yedas, and altogether a different one to the

Pentateuch. They have difficulties as to the consist-

ency of the judgment, which, in criticizing a Chaldee

account of the Deluge, relegates to mythopoeic imagina-

tion all miracles peculiar to that version; but which at

once accepts the narrative as a valuable confirmation of

impossible Scriptural wonders. They feel that the

range of human contemplation has outgrown the

framework of Hebrew history and cosmology; and they

are uneasy at the disingenuous artifices, by which

their spiritual leaders endeavour to disguise the fact.

They are uncertain how far miracle is at all a valuable

element in religion. And they cannot deny the im-

probabilities, which hostile critics point out in the

Gospel narratives. The lectures they have heard, and

the books they have read, have given them some

inklinof of that sense of universal order, which so

enthralls the scientific mind
;
and they begin to fear

that the image they have framed to themselves of the

God they love, is in some respects as incongruous with
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the majesty of Eternal Being, as was the golden calf

into which the Israelites changed their g\ory.

But these men have another side to their nature. No

long apprenticeship to some special enquiry has strained

all their faculties in one direction. They are not merely
animated microscopes, fitted with photogi-aphic plates

to record impressions. They are, f<jr the most part,

engaged in active Ijusiness
;
hut all their lives long

they have borne within them some high sense of a

humble mission, after the pattern of Christ. The}"

have worshi])ped, and they must worship ;
for it is to

their better life like vital breath. They have j)rayed ;

and though they never saw a miracle worked in

answer, nor do they expect it now, yet they have felt

the exercise so ennobling, and have had therein such

practical experience of a communion with a larger,

holier, more loving Life than their own, that, however

wi'ong they now feel they liavr boon in tlirir conce]>-

tions of (iod, they nuist even pray on. Tluy liave

found relief in endeavcjiniii'' so to interest vounLf

souls in the glowing pictures of the Gospi-l. that the

spirit might prevail over the letter, and remain

innnortal in the heart. Tliey have liauntiMl scenes of

poverty and distress, even of misery and vice; U'wailing

their own impotence; struek <luml> at times ly tlu*

dark mystery of sin and woe; but always struggling to

utter .s(jme broken words of comfort and ho|M' Th<y

have not reasoned about, so much as felt aft<T iUn\ \

a^ssured that(iod neverslirouds Hinisrlfin anye\p4Mlient
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falsehood or pious fraud, but is found by the candour

which goes hand-in-hand with loyal devotion. Their

experience has not always been that which their

pastors and teachers assured them it would be.
" Go

and work for human souls
;

"
they were told

;

" then

you will know whether the Gospel is true or not."

And so they do
;
but not quite perhaps in the sense

which was expected. They have not found their

experience of starving families prove to them,

that Christ literally fed five thousand people with a

few small loaves and fishes. They have not found

their helpless sympathy with agonized bereave-

ment make them more sure, that in former

times apostles and prophets could raise the dead.

They have not learned in fever-stricken courts to

feel any greater probability in stories of pestilences

sent by divine vengeance, and miraculously stayed by
sacrifice or prayer. On the contrary, they have been

led to condemn with some bitterness the ecclesiasticism,

which so often hinders social reform by trusting too

blindly to apostolic precedent, or even monkish patterns

of benevolence. The}^ have become convinced that

conventicles in every street, and prayer-meetings in

every court would yet, without the spread of better

education, and without some gi^eat chauges in the

relations of capital and labour, leave the next gener-

ation as squalid and as hopeless as this. But for all

that, they have felt by contact with the unsophisticated

poor, how true it is that " man cannot live by bread
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alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of the

mouth of God." They have realized how dreary, how

terrible, how monstrous human existence would be,

were man, gifted and tempted as he is, without any
hold on an eternal life. They have seen how the

simple and the coarse, nay the base and vile, have, no

less than the most earnest thinker, the consciousness

of a relation to what they do not know as Infinite, but

which commands and awes them at times as no eaithly

power can do. They have proved, too, how the highest

law of life, suVjordination to the universal good,

comes home to the rudest heart, when it is exhibited

in the tragedy of Gethsemane and Calvary. Such

men and w(jmen as these are not indeed manv; for

their fellow-labourers, for the most part, think intel-

lectual blindness a spiritual duty. They are not many;
but they are in a very true sense " the powers of the

world to come." For that crowning race, which is our

fartliest vision in tlie files of coming generations, will

not be men of science merely; still less will they be

priests or puritiins. 'i'liry
will love knowledge like

the first; but they will have more true reverence than

either of the latter. Meanwhile, the forerunners of that

future race, notwithstanding all theii detennination

to face the facts of tluir time, are often well nigh ap-

palleil at the fundamental cliaractiT of that revolution

in opinion through wliich they are
|M\.s.sing.

And .some

of them begin to feel, that notliing can ultimately

satisfv them which reserves, under anv form, the nccca-
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sity for believing, as a matter of faith, in miraculous,

spasmodic, partial, or non-natural modes of revelation.

For such men as these, it is hoped that these pages have

not been written in vain. The materialistic lano:ua2:e

of science need not trouble those who have o-one

through materialism, and come out at the other side.

Philosophic despair need not paralyze those who feel

that our very ignorance of God declares Him. Con-

fusion between the claims of authoritative opinion

and appeals to loyalty of soul need not distract us, if

we keep our sight for facts, and limit our faith to

those inward principles which demand a confidence

too strong for proof An earnest endeavour after a

practical expression of our conscious relation to the

Infinite will, by divine grace, sustain a spiritual life

incapable of bigotry or intellectual fear. And finally,

the contemplation of the universe, not as the mere

handiwork only, but as the very vision of the Al-

might}^, fills our souls with the presence ofa self-evident,

Eternal Power, who is as near to our hearts as He
was to the soul of Elijah, and whose glory is more

manifest to us than to those who trembled beneath

the thunder-smitten Sinai.

THE END.



MACMILLAN & CO.'S PUBLICATIONS.

CALIBAN: TH?: MISSING LINK. By Daniel Wilson,
LL.D., Professor of History and English Literature in Univer-

sity College, Toronto. 8vo, 10s. 6'd.

" Dr. Wiuson's admirable and ingenious philosophico-litcrary perform-
ance has done good service in making plain for us tlie fundamental
distinction between the reasoning,' bnite—wliich is Mr. Darwin's missing link—
and even the lowest and most degraded tyix; of human Wio."— Globe.

OLD-FASIIIONED I:THICS, AND C0MM0N-SI:NSE
METAPHYSICS, with some of their Applications. By W. T.

TiioKNTON, Author of "A Treatise on Labour." 8vo, 10s. 6d.

Contents :
—L Ante-L^tilitarianisra. IL History's Scientific

Pretensions. III. David Hume as a Metaphysician. IV. Hux-
Icyism. V. Recent Phases of Scientific Atheism. VI. Limits of

Demonstrahlc Theism.

THE S( 'IKNTIFIC BASES OF FAITH. P>y J. J. Ml ni'iiv.

Author of " Habit and Intelligence." 8vo, Ms.

PBOFESSOIl IIT'XLEY'S LAY SERMONS, AD-
DliESSES AND KEVIHWS.

CoNTKNTS :
—The advisalijcness (»f improvinfj Natural Knowledge

Einancipati«»n, Black and White—A Liberal Education, an<l where
tu tiiid it Scientific I'Mucation—On the Stutly of Zoojoj/y -On the

Physical Basis of Life—The Scientific Aspects of Positivism—On a
I'itce of Chalk, the Origin of Species, &c. New and Cheaper
Edition. Crown 8vo, 7s. <»<i.

Essays selected from the above. Crown 8vo, Is.

riiOFESSOIi IILXI.EV'S CKiril,»rES AM) AD-

DRESSES. In the Press.

TIIK INTELLECrr \l. I. III'.. V>\ I". C II\Mi:i:TnN.

MACMILLAN \ Co., LnSDON.



MAOMILLAN & CO.'S PUBLICATIONS.

THE BEGINXIXGS OF LIFE : Being some Account of

the Xature, Modes of Origin, and Transformations of Lower

Organisms. By H. Charltox Bastiax, M.D., F.R.S. With
upwards of 100 Illustrations. 2 vols., crown 8vo, 28s.

From the Lancet:—"We commenced Dr. Bastian's luminous treatise with a

strong bias in favour of the old notion of orane vivum ex oco. We close it feeling
that he has aliao»t persuaded us to believe in spontaneous generation We
cordially rect)mmend the volumes to our readers as presenting, by far, the fullest

exposition of the doctrines of spontaneous generation that has yet been pub-
lished, and as containing views that will, undoubtedly, exercise a powerful
influence on many departments of biology."

THE MODES OF ORIGIN OF THE LOWEST OR-
GAXI8MS : Including a Discussion of the Experiments of M.
Pasteur, and a Reply to some Statements by Professors Huxley
and Tyndall. By H. Charlton Bastian, M.D., F.R.S.
Crown Svo, 4s. 6d.

ON THE GENESIS OF SPECIES. By St. George
MiVART, F.Pv.S. Second Edition, to which Notes have been
added in reference, and reply to, Darwin's " Descent of Man. "

With numerous Illustrations. Crown Svo, 9s.

" In no work in the English language has this great controversy been treated
at once with tlie same broad and vigorous grasp of facts, and the same liberal

and candid temper."—Saturday Revieio.

CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE THEORY OF NATURAL
SELECTION. By A. Russel Wallace. A Series of Essays.
Second Edition, with Corrections and Additions. Crown 8vo,
8s. 6d.

" Of Mr. Wallace and his many contributions to philosophical biology, it is not

easy to speak without enthusiasm; for, putting aside their great merits, he,

throughout his writings, with a modesty as rare as I believe it to be unconscious,
forgets his o\sti unquestioned claim to tlae honour of having originated, independ-
ently of Mr. Darwin, the theories which he so ably defends."—Dr. Hooker's
Address to the British Association.

FORCE AND NATURE: ATTRACTION AND RE-
PULSION. The Radical Principles of Energy graphically
discussed in their Relations to Physical and Morphological
Development. By C. F. Winslow, M.D. 8vo, 14s.

IVIACMILLAN & Co., LOxNTDON.



MACMILLAN & CO.'S PUBLICATIONS.

HABIT AXD IXTELLIGEXCE, IX CONXECTIOX
WITH THE LAWS OF MATTP:R AND FOKCE. A Series

of Scientific Essays. By J. J, Mukphy. 2 vols. 8vo, IGs.

THE GEOLOOy AXD ZOOLOGY OF ABYSSIXIA.
By W. J. Blanford. With Coloured Illustrations and (ieo-

logical Map. 8vo, 21 s.

"An Account of the Geological and Zoological Observations made by the
Author in Abyssinia when accompanying the British Army on its March to

Magdala in 18(38."

MICHAEL FAEADAY. By J. H. Gladstone, Ph.D.
F.R.S.

Contents :
—The Story of His Life—Study of His Character—

Fruits f>f his Experience—His Method of W<»rking—Tlie Value of

his Discoveries. New Edition, \\-ith Portrait eiif^Taved by Jeens

from Photograph by John Watkins. Crown 8vo, 4s. (hI. (India
Proofs of I'ortrait, os.)

HEKP:I)ITAKY genius : an IiHiiiiry into its Laws and

Consecpiences. By Fkancis (Jalton, F.li.S. 8vo, 128.

" A most able and interesting >x>ok."— Tom**.

comparative LOXGEVITV IX MAX AXD THE
LOWKPv ANIMALS. Hy E. Hay I.ankhstkk, P..A. Cn.wu

Svo, 4s. «;d.

A PHYSKTAX'S PKOHLKMS. \\y Charlrs Ei.am,

M.D., M.IJ.C.P. Crown 8vo, Ua

Con iKsrs : -Natural Heritage—On Degeneration in .Man On
Moral and Criininal Kpi<leinicM li^xly ''. .Mind - Illusions siud

Hallucinationa—On Sonjn:uul>uli.sin— lleverie aiul Ahstrat-tion.

THE ('HTI.T)HOOI) OF THE AVOPTJ). A Simplo
Account of .\i;ui in ICarly I inn .s. By Kuw.vKU Cl.oL»l», F. ii. A.S.

Crown 8vo.

MACMII.I-AN' Sc Co., London'.



MACIVIILLAN & 00. 'S PUBLIOATIONS.

THE ROMANCE OF ASTRONOMY. By R. Kalley
Miller, M.A., Fellow of St. Peter's College, Cambridge.
Crown 8v"o, 3s. 6d.

WORDS AND PLACES; or, Etymological Illustrations

of History, Ethnology, and Geography. By the Rev. Isaac
Taylor. Tli'ml Edition, revised and compressed.. With Maps.
Globe 8vo, 6s.

SIR WILLIAM THOMSON'S PAPERS ON ELECTRO-
STATICS and ^ylAGXETISM. Reprinted. With Illustrations.

8vo, 18s.

THIRD EDITION. THE SPECTRUM ANALYSIS.
A Series of Lectures by Professor Roscoe, F.E.S. With

Appendices, Eugi-aviug-, jNIaps, and Chromolithographs.
Medium 8vo, cloth extra, 21s.

A HISTORY OF CHEMICAL THEORY, from the Age
of Lavoisier do-\\ai to the Present Time. By Ad. Wurtz,
Translated by Henry Watt;5, F.Pt.S. Crown 8vo, 6s.

FIRST PRINCIPLES OF CHEMICAL PHILOSOPHY.
By Josiah p. Cooke, Jlx. ,

Ervine Professor of Chemistry and

Mineralogy in Harvard College. Crown 8vo, l'2s.

PREHISTORIC ANNALS OF SCOTLAND. By Daniel
Wilson, LL.D., Professor of History and English Literature

in University College, Toronto. New Edition, with numerou3
Illustrations. 2 vols. 8vo, 36s.

PREHISTORIC MAN. Researches into the Origin of

Civilisation in the Old and the New World. By Prof. Daniel
Wilson. New Edition, revised, ^^ath numerous Illustrations.

8vo, 21s.

MACMILLAN & Co., London.





DATE DUE 1



.•fill

^>^.:

|J7
rr




